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as ho the Lords 
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Abe called the lat is the Kin 


e 
do 
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His much honoured Friend 


NICHOLAS LECHMERS Eg. 


A member of Parliament. 


Sir, 


Do not ſo much overvalue the enſuing 
viudication, as to thint it worthy your, 

er the publick view, nor ſo far under- 

value your many #ndeſerved favenrs 

tome, 4s to believe my ſelf able, to 

make any conſiderable retribution, tis 

not upon any ſuch account, that I take 

the boldneſs, of adareſsing this dedication to you,but to te- 

ftifie the thankful approhenſion 1 have of your kinde, and 

ſpecial reſpett to me, to enumerate the particular expreſsi- 

ons thereof, ts uſe many word, of your ſelf, to your ſelf, 

or togive flattering titles, will be leſs acceptable to y08 job 31.22. 
(who had rather do good, then hear, or ſpeak of it,) then 
the ſtirring you up by puting you in remembrance. 
[2 Pet.1.13.] Let your Honourable profeſsion minde | 
jon how neceſſary it is that Jos give dilligence, to make Rm. 1.33.4. 
fare jour intereſt in the Advocate with the Father, Je- Eph.x.6. 
ſus Chriſt the righteous, aſiurance of his love, in appear- * Fe. 

A 2 ring 


The Epiſtle Dedicatory. 

for yon in heaven, will confirain you 10 / 
Ge Toner) in bs truth , minifters, 2 Nick 
and ſpiteful oppoſition to the laſt of theſe (when pleade! 
| for by me, according to the duty of my calling, the re- 
 Ceſcity of the times) bath occaſioned the publiſhing of this 

ence I preſent you with, Through the good hand 
God u on as, we have many good lawes for the * 
vation of ths Lords day, in the giving ſome of theſe, 
you have hai a hand, and therefore FEannot queſtion your 
acceptance of this poor travel of mine. God hath given 
jon fair opportanities of ſerving him, and (I doubt not) 4 
heart to conſider, that where much is given, much is ex- 
pected. My bumble requeſt to you is, that you will lay ont 
your intereſt for Cod; particularly in doing your endea- 
vour, that the juſt, and good lawes for the Sabbath may 
be more thorowzhly executed in that County which hath 
the priviledge of your being ſpecially related to it : my 
hearty roqueſt far you is that after you have ſerved your 
generation faithfully in your day, you may be bleſsed in the 


enjoyment of the everlaſting reſt remaining for the peo- 
ple of God. this is, 2 be the prayer of as 
S. 
Your much obliged ſervant 
in the Lord. 
Blockley. Hay 9. 
I 652. 
Giles Collier. 
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1 a 
— SJ. 


To the Chriſtian Reader. 


T is needful I give thee an ac-- 
Ag count of my appearing in Print: 
be pleaſed to take it briefely 
thus. Having ſadly obſerved, 
the great decay of the power of 
godlineſs amongſt us; and ſee- 


a (amongſt other things ) to the 
fearful negleR of the Lords day: I thought it exceed- 


ingly conducible to that end, for which 1 am ſent 


into the vineyard to do my endeavour to convince 
people of their ſin, to perſwade them to, and direct 
the m in their duty, in this particular. I did there- 
fore (in my courſe, in the weekly Lecture) ſer upon 
the opening, and apply ing the fourth Command- 
ment. M.. Fiſher the Author of the Caveat (for he 
dares own it notwithanding the careful proviſion for 
burning all the books of that tendency) was preſent, 
and diſcovered great diſtaſt, at my ſecond Sermon 
upon this ſubject. Upon the report of his diſtaſte, 


brought me (immediately after Sermon, ) by a reve-- 
rend Brother, I reſolved to fend to him for an ac * . + 
count of his diſſatisfaction but was prevented by *. 


meeting the ſaid Mr. Eſbier, on the morrow, at Camp» 


den Lecture, where he delivered me à Paper = 


A 3 


ing good reaſon to impure it 


1 * > 
Pd „ 4 "SY Fs 


— 


Z 


— — ory 
* 


To the Reader. 


this title Several falſe doctrines delivered the fixth of 


March by Mr. Collier at Pebworth. After J had read 


dentine Libe- paper, were not mine, but bis; ſome things were 
ins, fol male ny other things were added ; however fince 
— I knew his meaning, I would rectifie tbem, and own 
them, when I had ſo done, he allowed the amend- 

ments, yet ſtill continued, to charge them with 

falſhood. I defired he would make good his charge, 

for this, he refer d me to his book, I anſwered him, 

that (when I began upon the fourth Command- 

e ment,) I had not heard of Mr. Fiſhers being in Print 
(ſoon after indeed I underſtood he had written 

Printed in one beok againſt the Parliament, and another againſt 
— the Sabbath.) and that I had not ſeen his kook 
peal to con · againſt the Sabbath (to which he refer d me) to that 
ſcience. day. I deſired him therefore to prove his charge; 
but when hopeleſs of his doing any thing de move, I 

defired a fight of his book, and further, that he 

would direct, where (in his book) I might expect 

his promiſed refutation of theſe in my Sermon; he 
promiſed an anſwer to both theſe requeſts, and ac- 
cordingly, within two ox three daies I received from 

him a letter incloſing his book; in his letter he pro- 

miſed a refutation of the five firſt Paſſages (the laſt 

he confeſt might be true) upon peruſal of his book, 


. I found the fourth and fifth untouch't, the excepti- 


ons againft the 3. firſt, I did immediately draw an 
anſwer to, but finding that he had ſaid nothing 
againſt them, but what was ſaid, and anſwered before, 
(unleſſe ſome few things that his predeceſſors. would 
have been aſhamed to have let fall fram their rongues, 

| or 


i 


r 


To the Shader, 
er pens) 7 laid afide thoughts of publiſting is.” 
The en of — thoſe — Was 
given me, by a grounded report of his books being 
diſperſed in the Country, together with Copicsof 
the Paſſages (fo — and condemned by him) 
and ſuggeſtions that his exceptions agꝛinſt them, were 
unanſwerable: alſo his fervant (as he proteſſed him- 
{clf) his coming to Bley (im Mr. Fiſhers name and 
by his warrant as 1 was informed) and there de- 
claims to ſome of M people, char his Ager had 
proved falſe doctrine againſt their Minifter, had 
ſem him his book, and provoked him to anfwer it, 
but he could nor. This together, wich che advice, 
and deſire ot fome friends, is rhe veaſon that I put 
this defence imrorhy hands ; theſe are rhe veatoms (L 
ſay) of my publiſhing this Vindication, and not an 
i ch after being upon the ſtall, not any conceit of abi- 
lities (I am ſenſible af my great weakneſſe) for ſuch 
a work, nor a diſeſteem of the many excellent Trea- 
tiſes that have been publiſhed upon this ſubject a- 
mongſt us. No, I bleſſe God for them, and acknow- 
ledged our Eneliſh Nation ſingularly happy in them; 
and earneſtly deſire it may be conſidered, that our 
people have no cloak for their ſin of profaning the 
Lords Sabbaths; and that a ſorer condemnation at- 


tends it here, then in any part of the world beſides. 


He that knoweth his maſters will, and doth it not, 
ſhall be beaten with many ſtripes: in the enſuing an- 
ſwer thou wilt have ſomewhat of every thing in this 
Controverſie, the principal Queſtions in it are. Mhe- 
ther the Sabbath was inſtituted from the beginning, or not 
till the ſecond edition, and ſolemn promulgation of the 

7 ah Law” 


| To. the Reader. 
Law on Mount Sinai : Whether the fourth Command - 
ment be Moral or Ceremonial : whether onely one in 


' ſeven, or the ſcventh from the Creation be therein re- 


quired ?: whether the ſh Sabbath be aboliſhed * 
whether the Lords 4 its honour, is by divine 
inſtitution or Ecclefraftical ent ? whether, the 


title of the Sabbath may be given to the Lords day: ſome 
thing is ſaid to every one of theſe Queſtions as oc» 
caſion is given by the Author of the Caveat, whoſe 
motions (being reſpondent) I am to attend. I ſhall 
hold theeno longer, then while I am deſiring that 
thou — the things that pleaſe the Lord. Ob- 
ſerve( with all holy care) his inſtitutions, lay bold upon 
his Covenant, keep holy his day, and finde it by ex- 
perience, a day of bleſsings and refreſhment to thy ſoul. 


So prayeth thy ſervant, for 


_ Chriſt's ſake, 


SE CTHO Ns. I. 


— — 


Containing the V indication of the firſt Paſſage. The 
| Commandment for the Sabbath was given to Adam 

in Innecency, or at leaſt whiles the whole nature was in- 
cluded in aur firſt Parents. | | 


E finde it ſaid, Cen. 2. 2, 3. that God reſted Mt. Fiſhers 
| n the Sabbath day from all his works Crea ſup- 
© which he had made, and for that cauſe Dn” 


| e bleſſed the ſeventl „and ſanctified 
© it; but when this bleſſing, and Sanctifit ation firlt was 
< gr to whom firſt injoyned, the Text expreſſeth not, and 


reſted (& we know be or Wes on the firſt ſeveath * 


* — - 


— — SORES 


nw, 


57222 Or wt „ 


— — — — — ny ———_—_—_—__ — — 


| ta) | 
$i g. ſv... ſame day he bleſt and ſanRitied, do not the words run 


cxltui ce. cen . nme 
erer Ne 65 g 8 = Slab. : : 
e that 


r — 


nes THIS pace, unn 
full cleared ix to ſuch as will ſee, we have plain proof that there was a 


Mr. Fifhers thus. 

ſuppl. to be Let thetn ſhew us that Adam, or Abel, or Enoch, or 

cautat. p.. Noah, or any of the Pattiatchs did ever keep the Fab 
renne Wa ie 

Sol. Let Mr. Fiſher ſhew any expreſſe Command or ap- 

pointment for the Patriarchs ſacrificing; becauſe there is 

nos Command expreſt, was there none d vr did they 

. _ evilly and unwarranably in Sacrifici ea 

Ce of Joſhua, Judges, Ruth, the 2. books of SaWWuel, and 

wing tie Hof” the 1. bock o Kings {containing the Hiſtory of the 

2300. fr. Church for 350, „ and written much mort largely 

Jun. in og. then the book of Geneſis, and the b 

(bri Parzus dus) we finde not upon Record fo much. as the name of 

2 2 Sabbath : ſhall we conclude from this ſilence, that the 

: holy men of thoſe times, Joſhua, Samuel, and David; 

&c. kept not the Sabbath. [1b autboritate nepanive non 

valet ar — 22 ar gion room pls, cn legen. 

Hs wk | arguing from Authority negativety is weak and 

invalid, it doth muck better follow, e the S. S. re- 

cord that the Lord bleſſet and ſanctified the Sabbath, 

that the Patriurehs did obſerve it, then char they did not 

obſerve it hexnuſe ti S. S. do not record it: it is ſuſſiei- 

evidencout of [Exod. 16. 13. J that the Sabbath 

own before the Law was given an Mount Sinai. 


* Every 


eginning of Exo- , * 


* © OD WRT. FOE = 


2. = * 


- 


— 


— a , (3) .. 
Every appointment,” or Commend of Godto: Adam Supplen.s F 
< inthe eſtate of Innocency was not moral; for then Object. a 
« Gods Command of not eating the forbidden fruit 
4 ſhould be moral, and binding to us, which were groſſe 
to affirm. . | | 
Firſt, that probibition did oblige the whole nature of 90. 
man, elſe how came whole mankind guilty upon the breach 
thereof? to affirm the contraryis. groſſe. | 


2. Some Commands that God pave Adam in Paradiſe 


concerned not the whole nature of man, therefore this of 


the Sabbath did not ; this is as good an argument as the 


former: ſome lawes were given to Adam rather in re- 
ſpe& to his condition, then his nature, tis true as the 
c of keeping, and dreſſing Paradiſe, &c. but I affirm- 
ed that this law = that of marriage) was given him in 
reſpect of his nature, to which all you ſay is, that every 
law given to him, was not given him in reſpect to his na- 
ture. 

We read that Adam and Eve were created on the 06jef. 
« ſixth day, that immediately after their creation * they *The Text ſaich 
e were placed in Paradiſe ; and in cool, dr evening of the vt, /o learned 
« day, God walked in the garden, called unto ar- 1 tbh 
e raigned both him and her for eating of the forbidden — paced 
« fruit, and preſently caft them out of Paradiſe : fo that in Ede ill the 
« Adam was neither in Innocency, nor Paradiſe on the tenth dey as 
*ſeventh day, and our New Sabbatarians'* upon ſe- Pb da ſaith 
<« cond thoughts have publiſhed that the likelieſt opinion . | 
© to be true, is, that man fell on the day whereon be was vet. Teſt. p. 2. 
created, which is the more probable, becauſe if Adam * The Aube or 
and Eve had lodged in Paradiſe one night, his firſt child Athers of the 
had not been begotten in his own — 5.e. in the 2 2 
<« ſtate of c ion into which he fell: beſides what is 272 * n 
«the ſanctification of the Sabbath, ſpoken of by Moſes, © 
& to our obſerving the Lords day? e 
Vour argument is this, Adam fell, and was caſt out of 5,7 


Paralliſe on the fixth day, therefore the Sabbarh-was not 


inſtituted in Paradiſe, or whiles man retained his innocen- 


i EE B 2 1. If 


(4) oY: 
7. If this ſhould be granted, this firſt Paſſage is no falſe 
— Doctrine, it is a-disjunRive Propoſſtion, and yon might 
veritatom | warty . wp P1777 | 
dijiunfione Ano that in disjunctive Propofitions if one part be true, 
prop»tioniss tis fufficient to ſave the whole from the charge of falſe- 
ſ"fficit f uns hood. Erge, we are juſtified by faith, or by works, though 
pers ſt vers. one part onely be true, viz. that we are juſtified by faith, 
yet the Propoſition is not falſe, So when tis ſaid, that 
che Sabhath-was inſtiruced either whiles man retained his 
innocency, or atleaſt, while the whole nature was inclu- 
ded in our firſt Parents, though it were not inſtituted till 
after the fall; yet if while the whole kinde was in them, 
the Paſſage remains true. | 
2. To the reaſons of your confident aſſertion, that 
Adam fell on the ſixth day. Wig 
04 [In the cool, or evening of the day on which they 
x were created, the, Lord walked in the garden, arraigned 
them foreating the forbidden fruit, wo. caſt them out of 
Paradiſe.) | a 
Fel. Anſwer, (I.) why in the cool or evening of the day? 
the cool or wind of the day doth not 3 
the evening, in the morning, as well as the evening, cool 
* Dubitavi ali- winds uſe to ariſe. * 


quando, an uo | F * 
per auram diei, hic intlligi poſſit vent us orientdlis, qui ut ( ontinud flat intra Tyopicos. Sotis 
imitalus wαν ab ort in occaſum, & ab Auſtro m ſeptentrionem, circulari N mot uu 


ie temport matutino poſt Sei ortum invaicſcit, ſp dgue vi be menti- 


conſequutione, ita or diyarit 
nr. Fobannes de Mey Ecel ftaſt. Modioturg. Comimamtar. phyſica p. 2 14,813. 


In the cool. le. (2.) Grant we muſt underſtand by the cool of the da 
early in the the evening, yet why muſt it be the evening of the ſixt 
3 day 2 the Text ſaith no ſuch thing; rare arguing ſtill: the 
wind tech in Lord came to Adam in the cool of the day, Ergo, be came 
ariſe, Dioda;, in to him in the evening: he came to him in the evening, Brgo, 
lacum. he came to him in the evening of the ſixth day. 
Object. 95 3 is 8 that, Adam fell on the ſixth 
* cauſe i 


* 


day, be- 
f he had continued in Paradiſe till the ſeventh, 


« his feſt child had not been begotten in bis lile- 


* geſſe. | 


& - * Anſwer, tis probable you ſay, is this enough after you 


* 
9 — 
=. * * aa. „* ͤ Mw ww dS a A — 


. (5) 

had called this paſſage falſe doctrine ? the ſharpne 

your required more ſtrength then chi 0 in 5 
proof to 1 54 Boes conceiving, had 

lodged a night in "Parad, * ) *tis poſſible they me 
ſtay a day or two in Paradi yet Adam not know 
his wife; a daies 40 was but . Zane WH is of 


ceive in == 
brew Doctors. an 


ſtin anſwerin 
Frimi paye er ven impſerumt pr: praceptum ae N Abe. 
© 9441 113 quis u ibs fuer jim quid expettanda erat Des 
* autoritas Of ortinktio de temyore Congredienth, ets enim cor 
© conjunxerut viaculo matrimonis, & Pr eceptn delerat de 
« prercands liberis; nontamen manddrat ut tre ſtatins gener a- 
<« ,ext.Further,the Authour of the: Annotations on Gen.. 
28. ſaith,char be Hos and multiply is rather a benediQi- | 
og then an injunction. (2.) Had you proved the Coiti- 
on of our firſt Parents the next night aſter their creation, 
(and leſſe could not be expected after ſuch a peremptory 
concluding this paſſage under falſe hood) their continu- 
ance in Paradiſe after that might have been aſſerted, and 
ſuch-an aſſertion freed from ly for ought: I can 
ſee. (3.) Had you proved that Adam fell on the the ſixth 
day (which would not have been involved in the proofe 
of Adam's knowing his wife the ſixth day) yet the deli- 
very of the precept for the Sabbath to Adam in the ſtate 
of innocency, and his knowledge of it then, may well be 
maintained: the time of Adams fall is not of ſuch: 
weight in this ion, as to turn the ſcale much one way 
or other; all that you ſay ariſeth but to a cenie, to 
B 3. which: 


(6) 


. . A4. Hiſtory written 
er gg in which a we ſeth ing F this and other | 


i ba recorded before Adam's fall; and why ſhould we 

OE not judge things done inthe ſame order in which they are 

related, ſeeing we have no better Arguments then bare ſur- 

miſes for the contrary 2. So many things as were done 

2 bis creatign, andejeRment our of Paradiſe, pro- 

| bably ere not in piere of a day. (the beaſts were 

the ſame day before. man was created,): viz. The 

Gen, 2. 19.20, — brine. of all living creatures. to Adam, his g giving 

nn names to them; — of Bru —— - 
Moſer geſts ne. Marriages. the placing of m garden, giving 

rat, addu#io lawes to ty chem, rem, che onference of the e woman with the 


ar, & c. 5. 


i boning is ae pracept 
een Serpne, — 1 nets 
ABW 

3: What is et Won n. 3 aw 
age be  bibeld. it £o0d; in the 
[of e Tye Led al ere 
ki ey were all ve exefore co 
a d ſin. T 1 
in leer to his queivny bow wes x te fourth Comtundnen broken, &c. 2. Edit. 


Walls) his 4 ſert. deiSubbats, quoreth ſixteen Divines 


- — Calvin, Note for the inſtitution of the Sabbath 
N, P. Martyr, 5 om the * 108 Rilet. 4 9. or 10. more. 


— =, Berna, * 2 roughton and others, (c) beſides of our own 
d | Append. cles. de ws Froughonant ker 0 e of greateſt eſteem, 
gine prime obj ale Tren, Fox, the Aſſembly. 
Dan, Hoſpin. 8 of Divines in their larger Catechiſme in the 
DR 2 1 anſwer to this queſtion, whet was the previ- 
22 Cyprianns, At- dente of Gultome d $147 in the fate in which be 
— Lattonting, 1—— ,”48 oregon? if it were nend many more 
ee e e Rm noveley and. Cg. 
us. Their reſtimogies , hee this: m no 
— 4 * Swan, ty, vherewi Mr. Fiſher chargeth it,” 
L.1-6.8, Nb d. in, Neuner. * What 


«| 


"Maul orauauks 


ee Op 
hat is ibe faa&ti Sabbath e R 
by Moſes to our obſeri — ere if this be — i 


granted, what will become of our 


l did not produce this to prove the divine authority of 5. 


the Lords day, (pertinent proof enough of that will be 
produced in 0 pr ope Flom that the Sabbath was not 
Origiaally® ty picas eit was inſtituted before there · poſſed couſtitu 
were any ty 2 prefigurations of Chriſt: this you um eſt f gnum 
might eaſily have — had you not been peers ec. Uſher, An- 
have misſtaken my meaning. At firſt it was no 0 7 
after the fall it had a type affixed to it, ( — ry The: Sabbath 
hard to determine what type it was) on wheregs , was before ir 
che pattieular day was laid ade 3 A the Sabbath-tran- was a type, a5 
flared (by divine a ment) from the laſt-7. * — 
— — new Sabbath, (as you call it iu ſcorn.) Though I did food, —_— 
frotn the inſtitution of the Sabbath the fore it had any 
M for thedivine mſtitution(rather it's ſubſtitution in the relacive Ggni= 
place of the Jewiſh day) of the Lords day after the'refurs ficarions. | 
rection: yer Idi under this g 2 Aw 4 eri fot — — 
— reat neceſſity of a Sa : if Adam, r. ſod non t. 
anding the cleerneſſe oe his agree. the num,aberat res 
reieude holinefNe, and righteouſneſſe of his will x, hid lative gnifice- 
freedom from fin, and from diſtractions and weatineffe in - | 
his calling, had need of 4 Sabbach. Then hade we noal fh 4 Bd, 
of one much more, ii hoſe hearts there is 1 501 e o 
rebellion, bardneſfe and impenitency; in 1 
ſtandings there is much ignorance, who have ſo little 
love to God, or zeal for God who live in am enſnaring 
world, cortraR moch oil, and defilement by wur bonvrf. 
fing with it; MO have ſv: keel wiſdom to diſcover; ſo lit 
tle firengeh do reſiſt the wiles and aſfaalto of the deviuao 
a rdode <a to be ond, and-diftemper'd in followi the- 
: 7p —— — — ry — more need have 
we (1 of u weekly Sa vn which-we reti 
from th he erte, ——— — — 


commun on with dim reft in a 
a Wy | 


decaies, ſeek and obtain renew 
Seng groe out of the fulgeſſe 


» » aa; 
* K 


8 (8) | - 
Ina word, that we may delight' enn ſelves i God, and be 
made Joyfhl in bit henſt of prafery Ila, 6:5: & 58.14. 


S BCT. 2. 


Containing the. Vindication of the ſecond Paſlage, viz. 
The Lord requireth in the fourth Commandment, one day in 
ſevex to be a Sabbath to himſelf, nat the ſeventh from the 


creation. 


Hat the ſeventh from the Creation, was commanded 
to be obſerved from the Creation, to the Reſurrecti- 
on of our Lord, I deny not; onely its being required in 
the fourth Commandment. 2. When I denied the ſeventh 
from the Creation to be required in this Commandment 
my meaning was, and is, that it is not there commianded 


directly and ularly, but within the general 
ſcope of it, (as being dhe app vim of God) one- 


- in anon ly communicable to the Jew- 
iſh and Chriſtian Sabbath, and not otherwiſe, and in that 
ſence (and that onely) the ſeventh from the Creation, 
may be ſaid to have been obſerved by vertue of the fourth 
Commandment; that which then denyed, and ſtand to 
the denyal of, is, that it is not expreſſely and particularly 

ired in this precept. „ 219 

Their —— proof for the morality of the Lords 
< day is from the Commandment, where they ſeek 
© ro corrupt the very Text, and would perſwade us, that 
for the ſeventh day, we ouſt read a 7. day; as if God 
did not there ſet apart a certain day of the week, but 
ſeft it to man, to keep which of the ſeven he pleaſed. 
Unto which we anſwer, that this conceit is not onely 
** againſt the letter of all our Tranſlations; but even re- 
i pugnant to the ſenct af the Commandment, for the 


words of the Commandanent ate exprefſe ; chat God 


* blejſeh and Halewad the Sabbath dex; that Sabbath da 
* was the ſeventh: day that — the day in which 


* 


— —— 


(9) 
God reſted from his ſix dayes work of Creation. Nay 
* 2 it were true (as theſe men would have it) that 
< this ſpecial precept doth exactly oblige us, and that no 
particular day of the ſeven, was by God appointed to 
* be kept holy; then may we ſet apart Monday, or 
« Tueſday, or any other day to Gods ſervice as well as 
“Sunday, and ſo by their own argument, the Lords day 
eis no more Moral then any other day of the week. 

I neverargued for the Morality of the Lords day from 
the words of this Commandment, *tis your miſtake to 
think ſo ; onely thus. The Lord having in this Com- 
mandment required the keeping holy ſuch time to him- 
ſelf as he had appointed in his — 
in ſeven; and — in the New Teſtament appointed 
the firſt day of the week to be that particular day; we 
are, by vertue of, and in the manner preſcribed in this 
Commandment to obſerve the firſt day of the week. As 
in the ſecond Commandment the Lord injoyned the re- 
ceiving, and obſerving ſuch religious worſhip, ordinances, 
and — as he appointed for us, and having elſe- 
where declared that prayer, preaching, and _— the 
of the Word, the adminiſtration, and receiving of the 
Sacraments, &c. to be his Inſtitutions and Ordinances, 
we are to obſerve them and to worſhip God in the uſe of 
them, by vertue of the ſecond Commandment. 

To your objections againſt the indefinite ſenſe of the 
Commandment. 

*. Your firſt is,that tis The ſeventh, not a ſeventh, the 
4 obſervation whereof is there required: and fo it 
* muſt be the ſeventh in order. [The] being Notifica- 
* tive of a particular day, this I ſuppoſe is your mea- 
*ning. 

This objection hath no weight in it, becauſe the parti- 
cle [The] is not alwaies reſtrictive of an Indefinitive 
7 in Scripture, many inſtances may be given, 
of its being prefixed to a numeral, and yet not neee 
a particular of that number; the four branches of the 
River of Paradiſe, are reckoned np by firſt, ſecond, third, 

C fourth 


expreſſely one day 


Fol. 


Mr. F. 
0b. 


Sol. 


(10) 
fourth, and [The I is prefixed to them aſl; yet ſignifies 
indefinitely [The Jisp Emphaſis or reſpect to order; 

« Exod.16.16. [The j tenth part of an Ephath (s) and Thel] third part 

b Numb. 15.6, of a Hin (6) ſignifie no more but ſuch @ proportion of 

* either meaſure. : 

2. Suppofe [The] in this place doth notiſie a particu- 
lar, why may it not be a particular in proportion, as well 
as in order ? it doth not follow then that we are to un- 
derſtand the ſeventh from the Creation by [The ſeventh | 
ig this Commandment. 
Mr. F. Obi, © Your ſecond objection is this. That ſeventh is here 
F. Obj d | 

appointed on which God reſted, but that was the 
* ſeventh from the Creation: [Exod. 20. 11. for in fix 
i dayes, & c. and reſted the ſeventh-· day] by which ſeventh 
* we muſt neceſſarily underſtand the laft feventh, and if 
o then by the ſeventh which is owned by the Lord for 
* his Sabbath; in the (Teath Verſe) we are to under- 
<* ſtand likewiſe the ſeventh from the Creation. (fx deyes 
«© Galt then labour, but the ſeventh i the Sabbath, Cv.) the 
* ſam of it is this; we are to underſtand by the ſeventh 
© in theeleventh verſe, the ſeventh from Creation ; 
© therefore by the ſeventh in the tenth verſe, the laſt 
5. ſeventh is to be underſtood particularly, not a ſeventh 

* indefinitely. . 
Sol. To the conſequence. It doth not follow that becauſe 
| we are to underſtand by the ſeventh, in the (Eleventh 
verſe,) the ſeventh from the Creation, that the ſeventh in 
(Tenth-verſe) is ſo to be underſtood, unleſſe the ſtrength 
of the reaſon of this Commandment lyeth in taking the 
term ſeventh ip that ſenſe, which will not ſo eaſily be 
proved as (it may be) is imagined, the ſtreſſe — upon 
8 the proportion of time, not on the particular day. (one 
vide Sabbat um day in {even is ſubſtantially profitable to Religion, not ſo 
redzVIWP. the ſeventh order) All words, and phraſes in a eats 

1 —— 1 ſerve onely to fil * — * 

Fuſe 4:15,"% but prove nothing at Ergo, Moſes to diſſw e 

| — from making any — > ar of God, reaſons in 
this manner, [Tow ſam m of frwilituale when the — 

pake 


| (11) 
to you in Horth, ont of the mt of the fire, take heed 
2 your your ſolver, &. opts Argu- 
ment the naming of the place where, and the fire in which 
God 5 to his people, onely fill up the Narration; 
the whole force of the Argument lies in this, becauſe they 
ſaw no ſimilitude, therefore they ſhould make none. In 
this Commandment Gods manifeſting of the perfecting 
of the worlds Creation by his reſting on the ſeventh, 
could not be clearly expreſt without mentioning the day 
on which he reſted; which was indeed the ſeventh from 
the Creation, but the Lord proves nothing from the order, 
but from the proportion of time, wherein he reſted. In 
arguing the terms of the Propoſition to be proved (where 
chere is ambigulty) muſt interpret the termes of the Ar- 
gument, becauſe the Argument is brought for the Propo- 
ition to be proved, not the Propoſition for the Argu- 
ment. The Propoſition then to be proved, being that 
one day in ſeven muſt be conſecrated to God: and the 
Arguments brought to prove it, being taken from Gods 
reſting one day in ſeven, although that hapned to be the 
laſt of the ſeven dayes, yet the proportion of the time of 
reſt, (being the onely thing intended to be proved) is the 
the onely thing to be reſpected, both in the Argument, 
and the terms wherein it is propoſed. It doth not follow 
then becauſe the ſeventh from the Creation is mentio- 
ned in the Eleventh verſe, that it is the ſame ſeventh, isto 
be underſtood in the Tenth verſe. | 
2. That the tearm ſeventh in the Tenth Verſe, doth not 
note the laſt of ſeven, but one in ſeven, not the order of 
time, but onely the proportion of time, may thus ap- 


ar. 
Tis evident that God dividing the whole week into 7. 
rts, allowes unto us ſix dayes for the diſpatch of our 
uſineſſe in our honeſt ſecular affairs, and reſerves the 
ſeventh for himſelf; and 'tis as evident, that as the fix 
dayes for labour are to be taken, ſo muſt we take the 
ſeventh, which is ſer apart for — reſt, now that theſe 
ſix dayes, allowed unto us for our labour, are to be taken 
C 2 indefinite- 


Mr. White. 


Zexcly. 
Mr, White, 


(.12) 
indefinitely; and to be reſpected onely according to the 

oportion of time; I conceive no man can (with any co- 

ur of reaſon) deny, ſeeing the many things that God 
inſiſts on, and labours to clear unto us, is, that ſix dayes 
are ſufficient for the diſpatch of our worldly affairs. Now 
if the proportion of time, be all that God reſpects in the 
ſix dayes of labour, then the proportion of time muſt 
ueeds be all that God can intend in the ſeventh day, which 
he ſets apart for a day of reſt. 

2. That the Lord did not intend to command the obſer- 
vation of the laſt day of the week for the Sabbath (in this 
4. Commandment) ſeems evident by this further, in the 
concluſion of the reaſon of the Commandment, bywhich 
he ſheweth the equity of the obſervation of that day, 
rather then any other, he makes no mention at all of it, 
but in ſtead of the tearm ¶ ſeventh) uſeth the word ['Sab- 
bath. In the Law given to Adam he particularly menti- 
oneth the word | ſeventh? but in the concluſion of this 
Commandment,(which ſeems to be taken out of that Hi- 
ſtory; and is the ſame with that Law, the change of the 
word | ſeventh] into (Sabbath} excepted) the word (Sab- 
bath] is made choice of;, this change was not made 
without reaſon, (the Lord did not forget, or miſtake, or 
ſpeak unadviſedly as men do too frequently,) and why 
may not this be a reaſon of the Lords uſing a word of 
larger ſignification here, vic. to note that the Sabbath is 
not preciſely tyed to the laſt day of the week, in the 4. 
Commandment, as it was in the Law given to Adam Gen. 2. 

* If no particular day be expreſſely commanded here, 
* then we may ſet apart, Monday, or Tueſday or any 
other day as well as Sunday; and ſo the Lords day is 
* no more Moral. then any other day. 

The fourth Commandment, though it expreſſely, and 
directly requireth onely a ſeventh day, not any one of 
the ſeven in particular, the tirſt ſeventh, or laſt — 3 
yet it leaves not to man to determine which of the ſeven 
id ſhall be. Tis a ſeventh of Gods determining that is 


here called for; and therefore called [Tie Sabbath of ar 
Lord. 
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Lord ear Cad.] Under the Law hedid determine the laſt 


ſeventh ; ſince the Reſurrection of Chriſt he hath de- 


termined the firſt ſeventh. The ſecond Commandment 


doth not expreſſe -14 inſtitutions, or Ordinances in the 
uſe which, God will be worſhipped ; (the Negative part 
indeed, prohibits worſhipping him by an Image.) Shall 
we conclude hereupon, that we may worſhip God in any 
way, (Images onely excepted, which are expreſſely for- 
bi 


en) of our own invention, or others tradition? and: 


yet this will as well follow, as that, becauſe God hath not 
in this Commandment expreſt, a particular day, that 
therefore we may obſerve any day. | 
Next you compare Zak, 23.56. They-refted the Sal- 
* bath day according to the Commandment, with Exed.20. 
* 10,11, &c. the Commandment for the I Sabbath] and 
* hence would collect ſomewhat prejudicial- to this 
e Paſſage,. vi. that the Commandment required their 
e obſerving that particular day, &c. 

How this can be done, I do not underſtand. They refted 
— to the Commandment. Ergo, the Commandment 
expreſſely requires the reſt of the 4e ſeventh. I anſwer. 

1. Twas not the particular day, on which the Sabbath 
was then kept, but the manner of their keeping the Sab- 
bath on that day, which is lookt at in referring to the 
Commandment. 

2. They might well be ſaid to reſt on the ſeventh from 
the creation, - according to the Commandment, (under- 
ding by the Commandment, the fourth Commandment) 
though the fourth Commandment do not expreſſely ap- 
point reſting on that particular day. (as hath been ſhew- 
ed above) And therefore you do unduly infer from their 


mandment, that the Commandment doth explicitly (and 
if you mean not ſo, tis nothing to the purpoſe) require 
the obſervation of that particular ſeventh.: They that 
worſhipped the Lord by circumciſion, the Paſſeover, ſa- 
crifices, and other Ordinances appointed under the Law; 


did worſhip according to the ſecond. Commandment, and: 
| C3 might . 


3 


— ſaid to reſt on that day according to the Com- 


4. Ob, 


Sol. 


chriſt. Caveat. 
p. 11. 


Me. F. F; Ob. 
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- might be well ſaid ſo to do, (thongh that Commandment 


id not expreſſely require chat way of worſhip,) becauſe 
that — requireth worſhipping by ſuch Or- 
dinances as God appointed, and he elfe-where appointed 
theſe Ordinances for that time ; ſo the fourth Command- 
ment requiring the obſervation of one day in ſeven, which 
the Lord appointed, and the Lord _ declared the 
laſt ſeventh to be the day (pro tempore, ) they that kept 
that day in a right manner, might well be ſaid to 
keep the Sabbath , according to Gods Command- 
ment. 

By the dictates and diſcourſe of meer natural reaſon, 
« x ſeventh hath no evidence to be kept holy; neither 
* could it ever have been found out by the book of the 
creatures alone, that God in ſix dayes finiſhed the 
Creation, reſted on the ſeventh day, and therefore or- 
dained the, or, « ſeveneh, to be weekly kept holy. Ergo, 
the obſervation of a ſeventh day is not moral or 
© briefly thus; a ſeventh is not natural. Erge, tis not 
moral. 

The Propoſition you are to prove, is, That the 7. da 
from the Creation, not a ſeventh is required in the fourt 
Commandment] and how you will prove it by this medium 
I do not ſee, unleſſe twere your judgement that this 
Commandment is © Moral natura (which you frequently 
declare againſt) and ſo a ſeventh cannot be required here, 
becauſe tis not natural; though it do not directly mili- 
tate againſt the Paſſage in queſtion, yet it is an argument 
(in your judgement anſwerable) againſt the Aoraliiy of a 
ſeventh day, and that's enough, (you think) it ſhall there- 
fore be examined. This is your Argument, a ſeventh day 
is not Nataral, Ergo, tis not Moral. Anſwer, your ſe- 
is denyed ; and I need look ho further then your notation 
of the term , for a ground of the denyal of it. 
[Lawes (ſay you) are called Moral becauſe they are ever- 
laſting rules for the manners of men] and I hope you will 
not dare to affirm that my natural lawes are perpetual, 
The tenth Commandment forbidding thoſe motions _ 
| evi 
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evil, which the heart doth not conſent to, is a perpetual 
rule, and yet not natural f Row.7.7. I bad not k la to 
be a fi, except the Law (in the tenth Commandment) bed 
ſad, thow ſoalt not cover nature (it ſeems) did not, could 
not, dictate this to the Apoſtle, yet the Law forbidding 
theſe motions, is an everlaſting rule, and ſo (according to 
your ſelf) moral. Biſhop White acknowedgeth the 
Law againſt Polygamy to be general, and perpetual, and 
yet you will not lay tis a natural Law ; tis wonder, after 
you had conſeſſed that every Law perpetual is moral, you 
thould affirm, that onely natural lawes are moral, ſo 
everlaſting and —— obligatory. Shall our great 
lau- givers pleaſure ſtand for nothing among us? muſt 
not even thoſe Lawes binde us that are laid down in Scri- 
pture, (in expreſſe words, or certain conſequence;) 
though antecedent to his will revealed, nature would not, 
or could not have judged them to be of themſelyes ne- 
ceſlary? { 4 

2. But to anſwer — — is motale natu- 
rale, & pofitivam, i lawes are either n:uaral, or, peji- 
tive; though he fourth Commandment (requiring 2 
ſeventh day) be not moral natural, yet tis moral poſitive; 
and though nature could not have found ont the neceſity 
of a ſeventh day, had not God given a command for ie; 
yet ſince the delivery of his command for it, we are as 
much obliged to the obſerving of it, (though poſitive) 
as if it had been diſcernable by the light of nature ; this 
diſtinction of morale natwe & poſitivum Or, diſcipline is 
owned by the adverfaries of the Sabbarh themſelves. See 
it cleer'd and juſtified in that judicious book called Sab 
hat um reden. part. I. cap.1.2. fee for it alſo Amer Me- 
dal. Theolog. lib. 2. cap. 15. Theſ. 5. A. ¶ nas (aſter - 
wards Biſhop 
Printed at London, 161. fol.37. 
32.fol.13 4. 


And for the Morality of one day 


Alex. Hall, part 3. . 
in ſeven. Wdens 


hath alledged Clemens Alex. Emnſebins, <Anpuſtine, Ta- 
riters, as La: 


tber 


deret; atſo a multitude of later Proteſbant 


of Chichefter) in his Tractate of Titles, 


Troat, of Sab. 
day.p.26,28, 


Breer. Taact. 
of the Sab. pe 


3. and others. 


Sal. 


Objelt. 


Sol. 
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ther, Melanchton, Vera, Bucer, Pet. Martyr, Zanchius, Ja- 
nus, Viretus, Danens, Fains, Martinus, Ur ſi nus, eAlſte- 
dius, Lornſegins, Feſtus Hom. ; to whom may be added 
Scharpims, Mollebius, Tilenus, Windelinus, Balawinss, &c. 
beſides many of our own divines of chiefeſt account, 
Uſter, Andrews, Babington, Lake , Hooker, W bitgift, ec. 
and yet Mr. Fifver hath the forehead to accuſe this aſſer- 
tion of novelty. | 

I come now to your five reaſons for the ceremonialit 
of the Sabbath, though they are nothing to the diſproo 
of the Paſſage in hand; yet, becauſe you would perſwade 
the Reader, that they prove one day in ſeven to be cere- 
monial, and the ſeventh from the Creation to be com- 
manded in the fourth Commandment, I will ſee what rea- 
ſon he hath to be ſo perſwaded. 


My. F. Obj. The Sabbath is numbred amongſt the ceremonial 


* feaſts, therefore tis ceremonial. * 

The fourth Commandment is placed in the heart of the 
Decalogue among the moral precepts was ſpoken by the 
Lord himſelf on Mount Sinai before all the people, 
written in ſtone by the Lords own — put in the Ark 
hy ch 


by the Lords on appointment; w not this prove 


it moral, yea much rather then the Sabbaths being recko- 


ned amongſt the ceremonial feaſts, proves it ceremonial ? 
if this be a good argument, then fornication is ceremoni- 
al, for that is ranked amongſt ceremonials, viz. blood and 
things ſtrangled, AR.15.29. 

* The Sabbath was a particular remembrance to the Iſ- 
e raclites, of their deliverance out of Egypt, therefore 
* ceremonial. | 

'Tis granted, this was a ground of, and motive tot ie 
obſervation of the day, but onely, an annexed, affixel , 
and ſecondary one; and you can no more arguefrom th: 
preſſing this ground in there pietition of the Law Deut. 5. 
15. for the ceremonialneſſe of the Law, or day, then 
from the reaſon given in the preface to the whole Law 
(for the —_— thereof) that the whole — 
is ceremonial: obedience to a general law may be preſſed 
upon 


* Mi AA. _ Aw. 
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z00'a Nation, by a ON le of Ames medu!. l. 
ach a Nation, Leeb of England pea bes 2. c. 15, Theſ. 

ſed to love, and fear the Lord to obſerve his day, &c. to 

walk holity and righteoully (which is the duty of all peo- 

ple) by the mercies and deliverances peculiar to the peo- 

ple of England. | an 

- *© The Sabbath was a partition wall (ſince broken down 

* by Chriſt) to divide Jewes from Gentiles ; this you 

* back with [Exod.31.17. Ie « 4 fign between me and the 

* children of Iſrael for ever.] | 

Look on the Text again, and you'l ſee it ſerves not 

your turn; is there no difference between a ſign between 

God and the Jews, and a partition wall between the Jews 

and the gentiles? and for your reaſon it hath as little 

ſtrength in it ſelf ; as it hath countenance from the Text Di. uſher Su. 

you bring to its aid : this this is one reaſon given by di- P. . edi. 

vines for the morality of this Law, vic / becauſe ceremo- 

nies were a partition wall betwixt the Jews and Gentiles, 

but this Commandment bindeth not the Jewes onely but 

ſtrangers alſo, as appears Nehem. 1 3. 15, 16. and by the 

words of the Commandment" Nor the'franger within thy , Moſes and 

gates] upon which hear Goodwin: * the whole Commo- 42 lib. 1. 
wealth of Iſrael conſiſted of two ſorts of men; He- cap. 3. 

<« brewes and Proſelytes;the kinds of Proſelytes were two: 

« 1. Proſelytus feeders, a Proſelyte of the Covenant, who 

„ ſubmitted himſelf to Circumciſion, and the whole Mo- 

« ſaical Pædagogie. 2. Proſelytus porta a Proſelyte or 

« franger Within their gates, Deut. 14. 21. of them alſo we 

*read in the fourth Commandment, he was ſuffered to 

« dwell among them; yet did not conform to Moſaical 

« Rites, and Ordinances, onely he was tyed to the obe- 

* dience of thoſe Commandments, which among the 

Hebrew Doctors go under the name of Noabs ſeves 

* (ormrmandments, under one of which is' contained the olſerus- 

tion of the Sabbath, Gu. ſo far Goodwin. Let us ſee 

_— your fourth reaſon be any whit more effe- 
ive. ir Aura 2 

be Sabbath was a ſign ortype (ſo yon ſay). of 06. 
. a gon rtype (ſo yo Et ; 


a 618) 
Seeg kdes nod Pala rel by the promiſed hte 
* 31. r IQ, LL] thexefore Ceremo- 
8 1. The Sabbath is called a ſign between God and bis 
Sigpum & le in the text quoted by you alſo in the Ezek.20.20. 
82 will it therefore follow that it was type, yaw map as 
— a botſa is a naa, becauſe ay ; 2 
L z every type is a 

eſt, non onne ſign but not every lign a type, 2 * 29a 

— are ſe 


veral. ſaxts of 
—_ parte 1. vigas, the Sab 1.00 cto be accounted a * preſently 
Tiac 2, Sed. begauſ called. a ſign, ; might be: onely. 23-indicext lign, a 
5 0 ga. 
e e pling from 
ee death 19: life 1 Job, 3,34. The Sabbark, is called a.ign 
in fenum no. CBI Walaus, and. after him Doctor Young*). between 
ficans,Commo= God and his people, becauſe ts peaple did. e and 
nefaciens & teſtifie by their keeping: it holy (as by align) 10 che 
Se, great God of heaven and earth Was their God: all Nati- 
daph. l. l. c. 24. 9 and people in the world by ſome ſign or other, de- 
... 
bac. 15. hal. Now the Lond hattu appointed his people to teſtiſie that 
a they take him for their God by this ſign, even the keep» 
Ac. 3. 146. ing holy af his Sabbath. Lie Sabbata fore Communis & 
.* ſreſeſſia tains religions Amoſe lib. 2. cap. 15. Theſe” 
20. ] 


: 24. Why may nut our labauring the fix dayes be made 
a type af our labouring in fin, as woll as the reſting of 
— Sabbath a: type: af qur ſanRification or reſt from 


3. If the Sabbath bea type of our ſancbification and 
neſt from ſin, then neſtingon the Sabbath is a type of the 
reſt of the Sabbath; ing of the Sabbath. being 


2 ſin, and the ifying of che Sabbath reſt from 


in. | 
4-. I ſuppoſe you muſt allow, that the Prophets and ho- 
dymencf Gaduaderthe ban, were-partakers.of ſuncti- 


fication 


W 
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greater 

lite to be under the Goſpel, if once the reſt of the Sab? 

GOIN taken from us. ES N 
What Argument yon can out of H g. cc. to 
e the Sabbath 2 —— — 
ine; Some indeed would collect that the Saints 
everlaſting reſin heaven, was typified by the reft of the 
Sabbath, becauſe tis called 'oafamT7:0p25, (the unwarrant- 
ableneſſe and ancertainty of which collection, is ſuffici- 


ently evidenced by learned Ames, (a) and others) But the (,) Id 


proof of its being a type of our ſanctification, out of Theol.1.z.cap; 
15. Theſ. 18. 
hibiting the Mr-Fiſhers, 5. 
excepting Nan 
the weekly Sabbatha, is manifeſt proof againſt the New 4 
Sabdavb. 
Anſwer to 16, 
ſwadle Chriſtians to a light eſteem of any part of the Queries, p- 


- Jaz 13, 


this Text, I never attempted before, 
* The Apoſtles (Coloſ. 2.1 ry 
4 9bſervation of the Sabbath dayes, without 


« Sabbatarians, that che Sabbath was Ceremonial,we muſt 
© not, we cannot ſuppoſe, that the would per- 


* Morall Law. 

New Sabbatarians you underſtand thoſe that 
would have one day in ſeven to be moral, and the obſer- 
vation of the firſt day of the week, to be of divine au- 
thority. 

1. The Apoſtles prohibiting the obſervation of the 
Sabbath is no manifeſt proof of the Ceremoniality of 
the Sabbath; is every thing that the Apoſtle forbids cere · 
monial > I do -acknowledg the Jews their New Moons, 
ſeventh year, fiftieth year, yea and their weekly Sabbath, 

chrough the acceſſion of a type to _ be Ceremonial, 
but not becauſe the Apoſtle forbids t 

You have not made manifeſt proof, that by the Sab- 
baths here, we are to underſtand: the weekly Sabbaths, 
there were other dayes called Sabbaths among the Jews, 
(and that by the Lord himſelf) beſides the weekly Sab- 
bath, [Lev. 23. & 25. J'tis not enough to ſay, (as you 
think) that the weekly 1 not excepted, in the 

2 


5. of 


Sol, 


of the 


4 
* 
- 
. 


Rivet in pl. p. 
304, 305,cdits 


Col, 2.14,16. 


(20) 2 
5. of Matthew, verſe 34. the Lord forbids'fretring) 
Tes nor at all, fc. IJ without excepting oathes which we 
may be called to take, for confirmation, & ending 6fftvife, 
yet do we believe them lawful and neceſſary. Again, the A- 
poſtle | 2 Cor. 9. I profeſſeth he became all things to all men, 
without excepting things ſinful, yet we dare not think, he 
became a blaſpemer, with blaſphemers, &c. that good old 
rule then muſt be remembred Caicta generalia inelligi debeant 
pro ratione ſu ljecta materia & non ſunt nuverſalitey accipi- 
enda in uns loco, que iu alio, ſuam habent reftriflionem] things 
enerally ſpoken, muſt particularly, be underſtood accor- 
— the circumſtances of the preſent matter in hand. 

3. Suppoſe we are to underſtand the weekly Sabbaths 
in that place of the Apoſtle; yet we cannot conceive, all 
weekly Sabbaths are there condemned, but the Jews week- 
ly Sabbaths onely, the ſeventh from the Creation; if all 
weekly Sabbaths are there forbidden, what will become of 
the Lords day, (which you ſay is a weekly Sabbath of the 
Churches appointment?) muſt the obſervation of that 
be laid, as unlawful? that this place maketh not againſt all 
weekly Sabbaths, particularly the Lords day, our 
— Sabbath, is evident enough, upon theſe 

ounds. 

1. Thoſe Sabbaths are there condemned, which the 
Jewiſh Teachers pleaded for amongſt the Coloſſians, now 
they never pleaded for the Chriſtian Sabbath, or forche 
morality of one in ſeven ; but particularly for the ſeventh 
from the Creation, which their forefathers for many apes 
paſt had obſerved ; you ſay we muſt underſtand bo Ge 
Sabbath (where-ever we finde it either in the old or new 
Teſtament) the ſeventh from the Creation ; therefore this 
place (0 aking onely againſt the Sabbath) according to 
your cif) cannot be interpreted to militate againſt the 
Lords day, to which you will not allow the name of the 
Sabbath: and if by the Sabbaths here we muſt underſtand 
the Jewiſh — Sabbath, what does the proof of its 
being Ceremonial make againſt the New Sabbatarians? 


They plead no more for the morality of the Jewiſh — 
| | at 


a oa :- v as 


I ISS (at) 
bath; : thea he Jewiſh Teachers did for tha Lords Hay. 
for the moralityiof one in ſeven, and for the jus d en 
of the Lori d xx „ „„ „ 2 
2. The obſeryation of thoſe dayes is here prohibited, 
which were a ſhadow of things to come, and can Mr. 
Fiſher prove that the proportion of one in ſeven, or 
the Lords day in particular is any ſuch ſhadow ? WY 

3. Thoſe dayes are here difallowed, the obſervation 
of which did enervate and croſſe the death of Chriſt,and 
the liberty wherewith Chriſt hath made us free; now when 
can be proved being tyed (by the Lords Commandment): 
to the obſervation of one in ſeven, and particularly in 
in the New Teſtament of the firſt day of the week; , 
when lags tyed (I ſay) can be convicted of antipa- 
thy to the death of Chriſt, or Chriſtian liberty, I ſhall 

ant you, that to teach people ſo, is to teach falſe doctrine 

as you called it at a venture) who will judge beſides Mr. 
Eiſher (whoſe reaſon ſeems to be melted into prejudice 
againſt the morality of the fourth Commandment and 
Lords) that tis ſlavery. to be tyed by the Lords Com- 5 fer 
mand * to the obſervation of one day in ſeven, and yet ian mi: 
ſweetly agreeable to Chriſtian liberty to be tyed to the officiat dl 
aforeſaid obſervation by the Churches command ? > bati — 

f - He N. 
ex preſcripto Eccleſia obſervare, an wird ex preſcripto divine, cui ſem ire, veriſſina 
45 Ade de 23 M. S. Que al 45 — 19797 — vo- 
let, inſantiam ſuam aut fi mavis, mai;tiam ſuam nimis pradit; mon enim die Dom. certi cibi 
w/urpantur, nec nie Dom. 2 Chriſto-ipſa inſtilula offends peſſunt Chriſtiani, nec evacuat hu jus 
diei qbſervatio efficatiam evangelii, alias namque nec (triſizs tam buſtituiſſet, nec Apoſioli. 
eam obſervaſſent : dies denique Dom, non eſt umbra rerum futurarum ſed rei praterite, ViRs. 

lorioſe Chriſti © e mortuis grata recordatio, &. ' Brochmand, Syſt; Theol. 
om, 2. cap. 9. Q. 


4. There is a double obſervation of dayes (as learned Liberamur 4 
Davenant obſerveth upon the place) 1. Moral. 2. Ce- i di- 
remonial Sabbaths under the Goſpel, are not to he ob- _ obſerva- 
ſerved with Ceremonial, Jewiſh, 'or Phariſaical obſerva- „af — 
tion; with Jewiſh preparation, Sacrifices, needleſſe ab- locun. 
ſtinence from lawful; work, &c. but with hearing the 44. 20. 7.72. 

| , 4 D 3 : , Vx Ya | word pſ. tir, &. 


Tais leeit non 


—— 
ſervatio dam- 
natur, Broch- 


pra. 


menr, 
Sol. 


Lords work 


iy 8 2 28 
day. 5 
*+ The fawfal 


nic « fi- day, which hath more Heatheniſme in it, then the title 


it, dies ſolis a 
propbanis di- 


aus, Bez. 


Rev. . 10. Wille: Sywop.Conrov. 9. Q. 8 
I anſwer, firſt, tis well you grant the Sabbath was 
lawfully „or tranſlated from che-laſt ſeventh to 
the firſt ſeventh, whence it folleweth, that it could not be 
done without his warrant, and appointment, ho is Lord 
of the Sabbath, which you deny, in aſſirming it changed 

by the Church. 
Secondly,you do il to confound mutable and ceremonial; 
they are notall one, all that is mutable is not ceremonial, 
all chat is ceremonial is mutable; the judicial lawes 


Abra dich (except ſuch as appoint E for the breach of the 


dexcia ita Moral Law) were mut 
oppoſita - diviſion of Lawes 


e p< not ceremonial; if the 
recorded in Scripture) into moral, 


1 Coinci- * 2 1 
_ ceremonial & 22 good 


Thirdly, che Sabbath, and the ſeventh from the Crea- 
tion are not of equal dimenſions, as you would make 
them : by the Sabbath, in the beginning or Preface to 
the funk Commandment (remember the Sabbath, &c. 
E acknowledge, we are not to underſtand the ſev 

m the Creation, the Jewiſh Sabbath, but in * 
the 


(22) 
ep —— 


ag foreirght may be 
done the week before, whatſoever may well be put off to 
mand abi S. theweek following; all works done for pruſit or world- 
whatſoever are impedimental to 
ich we are ta attend upon chat 


2. error 72. 


KFF 


GE GG: ot «6 ws taht we KM ws an, od ww i, 
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the tics {68 49585 00: 


( 23) 85 4 


pablick wo bes 
and che — — A 


« 3 — — — was ceremomial, 
i — ſo.accidentally, and ſecondarily, . 
aden hg 3 Was nat fo,) after the fall, 

urn ſeventh is moral and perpetual ; but the 
rs — — ny a» Goc 
cauſe mutable as you affirm) juſtly changed, and the Law 
(which is not the fourth-Commandment for! 
what prejudice doth the proof of its ceremonality do the 
new Sadbatagiang?*- 4 1 ot avi 


attach the new. Sabba 
2 . — 
0 ILL al) — how it 5-0 
exemprual, — not — des 
tion duly repeated by the great Law-giver of the Church; 
Eiftly, to che * of the objetion (chat Abb) 


[the day is changed, Ergo, the fourth Commandment is 


not moral; forthe A fie would not perſwade to a light 
eſtgem of any part of the maratklaw fis rt re 
— — — 4 Commanũdment. it — 
the Jewiſh Sabbath more: dais 
the Chriſtian abs you would fain ferue thar. day 
(to uſe-your own — into\ the fourti Commundment, 
but it — be, the Apoſtle ſpraking che: Jewiſh 
ſeventh doch not perſwade:thein 10 a. Pr eſtermof the 
fourth Commandment;: you may as well fay the IE 
perſwads the Galathians to a light eſteem of the ſecun@ 


Commandment in forbidding them —— asthay © _ 


be undervalueth the fourth Commandment, 
the Jewiſh Sabbath. The fourth: — — 


premiſed in fucl-generaltearms;xharthough( 
niſhing of mans bean on) che day be 
makes no change in the Law more then thore is change becauſe, 


wrought in the ä — by the ehunge — not 
Gads. inſtituted — I ſhall conclude the anſwer aboliſhed... 


do 


ed; ver in 8 Len 


his cetimony 
to Mr. Whites 
book, called a 
way to the 
tres of life, 


(24) 
Tx on. in thiwworts Of xreverend divine f 
Se kg Bl e 8. 
Ipenning and ordering the words of the fourth Com- 


< mandment in ſuch —— as that command might 

become a genuine and natural root ( more natural hen 
Abram is to the Jewes and Gentiles ſucceſlively) fitſt 
to bear the laſt ſevbnth, old Sabbath, the Omege 
< of the week; and when that ſhould be lopt off, thento 
—— us freſli ſap, to the firſt ſevenxh day, the Alpha of 
* the week, che Lords day Sabbath, it makes me ſay of the 

<Cominandmentwith an-inverſion whar the Apoſtle ſaith- 
+ apon che like reaſon, of thut of love; it was an old 

<. Commandment, and yet is ſtilla ne one. 105150 


o F IJ 
a 0 8 4 1 hy : , HS — 


1 4 g. ad 


— — 


Bob rig „ Cob Intl: 1 * 
Containing the Vindication of the third © Paſſage, Vit. 
Ledi day, the Chriftian Sabbath 3s of Divine inftitu- . 


[ 


Wo things here excepted againſt. -' 1. Its laying 
dlaim to divine Authority. 2. Its being called by 
the name of the Sabbath. I begin with the objections 
againſt the Divine inſtitution of the Lords day; thus 
ou argue [. That which hath neither precept nor pra- 
ctiſe in Scripture is not of Divine inſtitution, but the 
L obſervation of the Lords day hath neither precept nor 
Apracłiſe in Scripture, Ergo, tis not of Divine inſtituti- 
«on ] your minor, you endeavour to make good in 
examining . the places of Scripture: that  areſbroughr 
for it; the firſt is [CMarth1124.- verſe 20. Pray, 
e e eee the tight (eh 
Divines the flight (which 

a wil them to pray might not be on — Sabbath) 
was to be at the deſtruction of Jeruſalem; the deſtruction 


of Jeruſalem was not to be till about forty years after 


(25) 
Chriſts death the Sabbath then here mentioned, is no ce- 
remony fince all ceremonies ended in Chriſt; to this pu | 
ſe Dr. Andrewe: : (a) hear Dy. Vſter (b) upon this place a Fat. car. dact. 
our Saviour Chriſt willing his followers, that were to f % f ful 
live about my years after his aſcenſion, to praythat p,uce 143.2, 
the ir flight might not be on the Sabbath day, (to the end edit. 
that they might not be hindred in the ſervice of God) 
doth thereby ſufficiently declare that he heid not this 
Commandment, inthe account of a ceremony ] I ſuppoſe 
tis evident enough to all that will ſee that*tis a Chriſtian, 
not the Jewiſh Sabbath, there to be underſtood. 
* Thoſe Prophetical words of our Saviour [| prey that Mr. Fiſher. 
& yowr flighr, c.] though we could prove them undenia- 2 
” bly urative, yet taken literally import no more then 
that the Jewiſh Sabbath was kept at the time of Jeruſa- 
< [ems deſtruction, and what is their ſuperſtitious and un- 
« warrantable- obſervation of the Jewiſh Sabbath to our 
*« obſerving the Lords day? &c. 
1. Why do you oppoſe the figurative ſenſe-to the lite- 
ral, do you believe there is more then one ſenſe of one Sol. 
place? Is not the figurative ſenſe literal ? (a) this miſtake | ſw liters: 
I ſhould have forborn mentioning, had I found you ſo in- , 5 — — 
genuous as to paſſe by ſmaller failings in others, or to ac- plex vel campo- 
Knowledge greater in your ſelf. f fitus. Simplex eſt 


: 103.20 20-0, vel proprius vel 
fgwa'ns, &. {fied piecog. I. 2. c. 100. vide Windelin. Chriſt, Thelq. pralig. c. 3. nec now 
Trelcat, in ſti t. de verbo dei par. xaT27TK2uas0" circa finem, 25 


2. How will you prove them figurative undeniably? 
you have referred to a place in Auſtin, I cannot find in that 
place any ſound bottom for your confidence. Auſtins ti :- 
gurative ſenſe is this, pray that your 2 be not in the Winter, O/4te, gr. i. e. 
nor on the Sabbath day, 5. e. faith he, take heed of being 2 1% 
overtaken with that day, either in the winter of worldly j — 
ſorrow, or on the Sabbath of worldly joy; is this your un guis invexi- 
figurative ſenſe that is undeniable ? or do you like th at of ebauu 4 die ila. 
Tbeophylack better. Pray, & c. i. e. Pray that you may 4g. Reſt. 
not be to take your flight of out this life, either in the win- 2 K. C. 
ter of unfruitfulneſſe, or on the Sabbath of Iuleneſſe. Tania as 
| E 3. Whereas /ocum, 


(26) 


nn fuk mon, for — you make Chriſt in effect lay, 
5 — flagte be not is the winter, hor on the da 
you thal — & tiduſly obſerve) 

they — did obſerve the Jewiſh Sabbath fourty years a 
ter Chriſts death were guilty of a ſuperſtitious and un- 
warantable obſervation (according to your ſelf) chere- 
fore that Sabbath (the obfervation whereof is im d 
in Chriſts words) is not the Jewiſh, but Chriſtian Sabbath, 
and fo this text maketh ſomewhat for dur obſerving the 

Lords day, the Chriſtian Sabbath. 

ha 20.19, You — to [ Joh. 20.19. then the ſame day at ever 
wing, bemg dey of the Week, &. came Jeſus and ſf c 
int ry ſaith nytothens, peace be ante ou. J The 
muster at in this Tem, by Divines that quote it upon 
this occaſion, 45 not the allem embliag of the Diſciples, or 

the end of their aſſembling on the firſt day of che 

but the apparitioh of Chriſt to them — - 4 
ay 


therefore what you fay {\touching great part © 
being ſpent before . — for fear of the 


Jews, ſome of the Dſciples attending their ordinary and 

private occaſions, &c. I is nothing to the purpoſe. 
sand You paſſe on to the 26. verſe of this 20. of Johr, the 
See the like words ate ¶ And nfter eight deyes again bis diſciples were 
ſpeechy Luk, Wann nd Time With them, then came Teſs, &c.] i. e. 
2.21. & 1. 5. the eight day after (including and counting the day 

— and Cafvin, of eduy eve mah. for one of the eight) which is 

beck. Piſce» that day feventh ni 


tar, Ferus , & 
& cc TH, (6 ſhews that the eight 
- en. - 4 40 2 were mend [a r and ſo this — 


—. ingof ae falls upon the ninth 
— — larger — 9 on 
2 — — he would have ſhewed you out of Homer, 


pulenfir, and * 2 the Greek) 
that 


| (27) 
that the. prepoſition Lane is ſame times pat for r en ot 


tian cum certam aliquad dana ht declare» 
tur, cc. So that et dre cannot ſignifle 
before eight dayes (as you diſingenuouſly charge your 
opponents with affirming) yet it may very well before 
ee dayes be finiſhed and ended ; the — — 
words being taken incluſively, including the day of Chri 
former appearance to them; it was the firſt day of the 
next week. | 

« Chriſt ſaith L Matth. 16. 21. the third dey I will riſe Ob. _ 
air] but not any where, after three dæpes; the Scribes, Fag. 15. mata 
« 2nd Phariſees indeed ſaid ſo [Matth. 27.63. ] but they 5: 
miſunderſtood Chriſts words. - 

To what you ſay [that Chriſt never ſaid after three Sol. 
dayes, &c. ] I anſwer, you miſtake, not remembring the 
8. of Mark, verſe 3 1. where Chriſt faith [pare pris iycipas, 
&c. ] I will riſe again after three dayes. 
8 a For - 4 ariſees — — — * 

s words, the contrary doth appear by their requeſt * : 
to the Goveraour, [Command therefare that the Sepalchre ©? 164. 
be made ſure until the third day ; ] now if they had under- 
ſtood by [_ yard 7p; nuipes ] after three dayes were paſt and 
one, quid ineptias ſingi pot eſt hac oratiene, ec. [command ze ubi 

that the Sepulchre be guarded till the third day, becauſe ſupr, 
he ſaid after three dayes he ſhould riſe again, J what 
weakneſſe had it been, that they ſhould deſire a guard 
no longer then till the thiad day; if they believed that 
(as you affirm) he would not riſe till after three dayes? 
if they had ſo underſtood Chriſts words, would not they 
have chiefely deſired after the third day was ended ? 
tis not ridiculous then, to ſay that by Leight dayes af- 
ter, I i. e. the eight day after, we are to underſtand the 
firſt day of the next week, or the next firſt dayof the 
week. Cyril on John lib. 17. cap. 58. (quoted by Zanchy (a) Which 
in 4. pracept. E. 2. theſ. 2.) willeth us to obſerve that the (faith he) cer- 
Evangeliſt is not content with a ſimple narration, but ad- iar yas we 


deth carefully [and 7 er eight dayes (a) the diſciples were e 
Within, &. ] Junius | 


i 
b) is confident that Chriſt appeared Gen, cap. 2+ 


E to 


(28) ; 
to them every eight day after, till his Aſcenſion; what 
und he had for this confidence, I fee not, *tis evident 
he ſecond: firſt he did; and tis not manifeſt that the 
three following he did not. And to the marginal 
cenſure, viz. [which ſhews how hard a thing it is for the 
natural and wicked man to underſtand Gods word 
aright] paſſ d upon the Sabbatarians (as I conceive) upon 
our conceit of their miſunderſtanding this Text, I onely 
ay, it 5s your own, you may teſtow it where you pleaſe... 
The Text J mainly inſiſted upon (the two former! 
E ſcarce mentioned) are [Act. 20.7. 1 Cor. 16. 2. Rev. 1. 
10. J and now come to free them from your exceptions, 
I begin with Act. 20.7. Upon the firſt day of the week, when 
the diſciples came together to break breud, Paul preached unto 
them ready to depart on the morrow, and continued hrs ſpeech 
till midnight] thisplace I brought to prove the firſt day of 
the-week remarkably honoured for Sabbath exerciſes 
above any other dayes. Two things are alledged by you 


Anſwer to ti to weaken its teſtimony to the Lords day; [ the time of 


Quzries, p. 
16. 
04 


Si. 


their meeting, and the end of their meeting. 

- * Whether we reſpect (ſay you) the time, or the end 
© of their meeting, it makes nothing for the celebration 
of the Lords day, firft, for the time which all divines 
grant to be at evening, &c. 

1. The Text ſaith not, they met in the evening of the 
firſt day, but on the firſt day, and why you ſhould deny 
their meeting to be in the morning, I cannot ſee; you 
quote Matth. 26. 20. & Mark 14.17. (where tis ſaid the 
Sacrament was inſtituted, and firſt adminiſtred at night) 
but to ſmall purpoſe: I believe you do not think, that tis 
therefore called the Lords Supper; as if our Lord ap- 
pointed it a Supper to us, but becauſe ſitting at his laſt 
Supper, he ordained it, after eating, and in Read of the 
Paſſeover. Neither can I ſuppoſe you hold, that we are, 
or the Diſciples were bound to adminiſter: the Lords Sup- 
per at night, becauſe our Lord did ſo, he had ſpecial cauſe 
ſo to do, which we have not, it doth not follow, that the 
Lords Supper was adminiftred. in che night at Troas, be- 

1355 5 E * cauſe. 


| (29) 
cauſe *twas inſtituted in the night by Chriſt, and if not, 
why do you refer to thoſe Texts ? 

2. Grant the Sacrament was not adminiſtred till night; 
can you infer thence that they met not till the evening, 
or that no other part of the day was ſpent before, in pri- 
vate, or publick exerciſes. of religion? ſome. Churches 
at this day (as I hear) do defer the adminiſtration of the 
Sacrament tilt evening, who yet are convinced of the 


Divine Authority of the day, and of their duty to ſpend 


the whole day in holy exerciſes. To colour this excepti- 
on, Lyou mention the opinion of the Sabbaths beginning 
in the evening, and cite MygShepheard maintaining it ] 
but firſt, all are not of this perſwaſion. Secondly; till you 
prove this meeting was not before evening, and that the 
former part of the day was not ſpent in holy exerciſes: 
they that are of this opinion, will not be found contra- 
dicting themſelves, in alledging this Text for the Divine 
Authority of the Lords day. 

Next you come to — 2 the end of their meeting, 
“Prayer, Preaching, receiving the Lords Supper, hea- 
* yenly conference; theſe were their daily exerciſes, 
therefore the obſervation of this day above the reſt, 
* — be collected from ſuch exertiſes on that 
cc ay- ; 

1. It doth not appear; that receiving the Lords Supper 
was their daily exerciſe, its ſaid [ AR. 2. 42. the Church 
continued in the Apoſtles fellowſhip, - and breaking of 
bread] not that they brake bread every day; in the 46. 
verſe they are ſaid. to be daily in the Temple, not that 
they brake bread: there daily; beſides would the 46. 
verſe bear this, that they brake bread from houſe to houſe 
daily, yet when will it be proved that the bread chere 
ſaid to be broken, is ſacred, not common bread 2. the 


1 


M. F. except. 


Sol. 


phraſe is there altered, and the word Cross] ſignifies or- 2 Leigh. cis. 
dinary bread, by that word is ſignified now tant um eſca, {ed ac. on the 


vill u, &e. omme ſcilicet quo ſuſtinetur homo. (a) Piſcator (b) 
makes the breaking of bread here mentioned, to be the 


word, out o. 

1 i 

. : a a ſcat a 

{ame with the breaking of bread required Ia. 5 &. . che rich —— 
. their 


(30) 


e Catvin ad their breaking of bread to the hungry.Calvis likewiſe un- 


derſtands Lake here ſignifying their ordinary eating to 
ther.[ Lara fynificat an peſtolos fond veſci ſolitor,& 4 ac 
frugaliter, nam qui ſunptuoſa comvivia agitant, non ita fami- 
liariter inter ſo veſcuntur (c) 2. To the conſequence. 

Secondly, ſuppoſe they did receive the Sacrament every 
day; this makes very much againſt the enemies to the 
Divine Authority of the Lords day; as Eaton (4) hath 
well obſerved. [ Cum hec quotidie in Ecclefia fiebant, que- 
ritur car in iſto die fafta potins memorantar, &. J If the 
© receiving of the Lords Supper was a daily exerciſe in 
* the Primitive Church, whyghen is there expreſs mention 
made of the celebration of it in the firſt day of the 
e week, unleſſe it be for the eminency of this day above 
others, and becauſe Chriſtians were bound by neceſſity 
of command, to the performance of this duty on this 
day; whereas on other dayes they were left to their li- 
© berty ?If they received it every day, for what end can we 
think this day alone is named, unleſſe to ſignifie that this is 
the ſpecial and ſolemn time for ſuch exerciſes, and that 
others in ſucceeding ages might carefully, and ſpecially ob- 
ſerve the ſame? the mentioning this day, — Mr. 
Shepheard) is in effect the entitling it the day of meeting 
to break bread. I do not finde in all the Scripture a day 
diſtinctly mentioned for holy duties, (as this firſt day of 
the week is, wherein a whole People, or Church, met for 
ſuch ends, but that day was holy, the naming of the day, 
for ſuch ends, implyes the holineſſe of it. 

Jacanst (a) ſaith this Sacrament is called the Lords 
Supper, in reſpec either to the inſfituter of it, or, the 
end of it, or elſe in regard to the day on which it was 
wont to be adminiſtred, vic. the Lords day, and cites this 
Text. [A&. 20. 19.] This day therefore is called dies 
+ paxis, & dies lucis the day of bread, and the day of light 
amongſt the antients, becauſe the Sacraments were ad- 
miniſtred upon the ſame. Doctor Andrews (6b) _u 
whoſe piety and — you — much) de- 
clares himſelf ſatistied with the teſtimony this Text gives 

— to 
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(31) 


to che Apoſtles, and Apoſtolical Churches keepiag their 

neetings on this day, ¶ on this ay (ied bn) hoy held 
their folemn Aſſemblies, to Preach, co Pray, to break 
bread, or to celebrate the Lords „on the Lords 
day, J for theſe two (the day, and the Supper) have 
the Epithet of | xuraiy | ding, inthe Seri to 


| ſhew that dmr um is alike to be taken in both. So do the 
four learned Leiden profeſſors, Zanchy, Beca, aAvretins, Al- 
fedins, Tilenns, Flacciu, Tiyricws, i indelimu, Piſcator, 
Baldwimu, vAmefine Follebins, Uſher, Lake, Perkins ; who 
not? and yet Air. Fiſber is not to call the epi- 
nion novel and ſingular. I ſhallconclude this — 
with Treme has ' obſervation upon [| x Cor. 11: 20. I or 
rather his rendring that Text according to the Syriac ver- 
fron, which is that, whereas it is according to the Greek, 
Lhe. 8 rome together in one place Junderſtand for to wor- 

ip God in the uſe of his Ordinances, particularly in 
the uſe of the Lords Supper; according to the-Syriack, it 
is, [when ye come together on the Lords day. | 

1 might have inquired before, the reaſon of your quote- 
ing the words of the decree of Jeruſatem [Act. 15.28, 
29. It ſeems good to the — Ghoſt and to ar, #0 lay no further 
burt hen # then theſe netrſſary ting i, cr. | will an 
man Wink chis a good ar t deere the — 
[the obſervation of the Lords day is not injoyned in the 
15. of the Acts, therefore not at all ] yet this muſt be 
your meaning, but I forbear ſome paflages in your book 
that ſerve neither your credit nor your cauſe, and follow 
you to the L 1 Cor. 16. 1, 2. pon vbe firſt dg ef the Week let 
every one of you lay by bim vn fert, us God hath proſpered him, 
that there be no gatherings when I come] That which I ur- 
ved out of this Text, was the Apoſtles — 
thiaxs, (as alſo the Churches of Galuia) to this day, for 


the performing this duty, to this day, on which the diſci- 
ples at Trau (as Act. 20. makes evident) came toge 

ther about Sacred and Sabbath exerciſes: to this day 
the Churches of Corievh and Galatia are limited for ma- 
king cheir collections for the poor, a Sabbath dayes du-- 
ty. 


Here: 


Anſwer to 
Quæries, p. 
15. 


1 Cor. 18 1, 
vindicated. 


Sol. 


Sol. 
05. 


Sol. 


Aer Fr. except. © Here is no command im 


Except. 


(32) 


a — onely of giving Alms every one by himſelf, 


* not a ſyllable of meeting, or of an univerſal command 
vor of Gods publick ſervices, Prayer, Preachings, an 


* Sacraments, for by the very words, and ſco of the 
* Apoſtle, tis evident, that his order, and exhortation 
was particular, and temporary, to particular Churches, 
**upon a particular and temporary occaſion, and there- 
fore ſuch regard of the day did onely concern thoſe 
particular Churches, and that for a time Lonely, ] 


who will ſay, when the famine was over, that the Ga{«- 
"* tiaxs and Corinthians were ſtill bound to ſend Alms to 
their Brethren at Jeruſalem > might not other Chur- 
ches, on other dayes, ſend Alms to their relief, not- 
* withſtanding this command? may not we on other 
* dayes as well as on the firſt day of the week contribute 
to che relief of our diſtreſſed Brethren ? aſſuredly we 
may. 

By the way, let it be obſerved that you acknowledge 
that day, on which the Corinthians were to lay by them 
in ſtore, &c. is the firſt day of the week, and no doubt 
you will acknowledge this to be Pauli Epiſtle ; how chen 
will.this agree with what you ſay [ pag. 16. anſwer] In al 
—＋ Sacred Epiflies of Paul, & c. not one ſyllable of this 

? 

But to your exceptions. ¶ Here is no command imply- 
ed for the obſerving the day, no preheminence given to 
* the day by the Apoſtles exhortation. J 

The proof of this is, es affirw it; not one ſyllable more, 
witneſſe, what followeth. 

[** Notone ſyllable of an univerſal command, or of 
meeting, or of Gods publick ſervice. J 

1. No expreſſe command, Ergo, no implicit or virtual 
command. | | 

2. Idid not affirm that the Apoſtle in this place doth 


inſtitute the Lords day, or expreſſely, in ſo many words, 
| deliver 


plyed, that all Chriſtiannhould 
meet weekly on that day to Gods publick worſhip, the 


SS * ww. $a =. 
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eſe 4 commatid for the obfervation thereof, but that 
de ſuppo 


7 
14 


ſeth its Inſtitution, or rather its fubſtitution into 
the room of the Jewiſh Sabbath, yet Divines of great 


note judge it a command. River, Wallens; Polyander, Thy- 


fins, (al Piſcator, (b) Dr. Andrews, (c) bc.” 
a . here is no expreſſe command, in the form of 
a precept, for the celebration of the Lords day; what 
ou can collect from ſuch a conceſſion in disfavour of its 
Divine Authority, I am to ſeek. There is ny expreſſe 
rommand, no nor Apoſtolical example, (which we have 
for the obſervation of the Lords day) for the baptizing 
the infants of the members of the Church; will you 
therefore deny baptiſme to the infants of Church-mem- 
bers? - nay, you account it fiery-new-divinity fo'to do, 
tis a great prefumption, and a preſumptuoũs limiting the 
one of [jrarl, to put upon him, to deliver his will, one 
ly Commandment or expreſſe example; (which yer we 
have in this cafe)-may he not deliver it by promiſe, or 
threatnining, by proportion or conſequence, as well as 
by expreſſe Commandment or example > Such expreſſi- 
ons as theſe ['not one ſyllable of an univerſal command, 
ons of meeting, nor of Gods publick ſervice, &c. J do 
manifeſt that the rejecting of the truth in this and many 
other particulars, proceeds from à ſtubborn reſolution 
not to receive it, becauſe tis not manifeſted by ſuch ex- 
Ing, as mens wanton, proud, and unſanctified fanta- 
ies iudge moſt convenient; like Namn, who becauſe he 
might not be cured according to his own expectation, 
would not be cured at all. The command for ſanctifyi 


the ſeventh day, [ Gen. 2. 2.] (for Gods ſanctifying it is 


nothing leſſe,) muſt be interpreted by anticipation, be- 
cauſe ſ as is pretended) there is no mention of the Patri- 
archs obſerving it till the giving of the Law on Mount 
Sinai: The Apoſtolical practiſe in the new Teſtament muſt 
ſignifie nothing, becauſe we have not an expreſſe precept 
for the obſerving the firſt day of the week ; there a pre- 
cept will not ſerve for want of practiſe, here practiſe muſt 
not, for lack of a precept; this ſhuffling and _— 
F ca 


a Syn0p, pur. 
Theol.diſp.21. 
S. 53; 


12 12 5 e e 


Ge Lore Se. n the tw th. er 
other occaſions. is accepted I may have 2 | 


gr Not one llable of Gods publick ſervice, the Text 
% + e onely. of giving almes every one apart by him- 


KC. 
Let i be conſidered chat there is not qn lah in all 
Your book of private, — — and del worſhip- 
digg at God onthis day, Prayer, Re Gitation, 
zaftry ing our families, application,heayenly conference, 
thele-deſerve no mention, mult not be accounted any pax 
ef the by he rig dandy ee Roy your 
tiſabhatzxian who 8 confine Wer 
ermined to Gods publick ſervice 
55 Heat en of thou Com 0 N 

50 to y, for — 

ſhould be found too ſcanty, and fo thei cauſe ſuffer. 


2 Ter onely ＋ ging Alme every. man by 


Imſelf, og 22 ſay you.] I anſwer. 

I. Should eG et private 8 Sah- 
harh des davies thong be ar vers ublick du- 
ties) the Apoſtles 22 ＋ em, (though ugh. but) to theſe, 
—.— prehemine ve other daies; that private 

of worſhip, are Sabbath duties, ſee proved at large 
in that judicious book called Sobbatum H the 2. 
3- and fourth parts whereof are much deſired; but | 
2. It isnot ſo clear as you ſuppoſe, (char there is no- 


ching more required in the Text, then every mans giving 


Ams by himſelf privately] as you expreſſe it. en- 
las bis —— tha aeg We * it 
is not contemptible. [Pate illad in Graco eds iaura T19iTo: 
 (Baaupidan 3, Ge,) now eſſe piu pro apud ſe ſeponat ſed 
— emo os ty 2 ſponte — — in cats 


— — lee, pulchre — 


nit 
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5 EEE hk 
* not meant, let every one layby Him apart, 


«ix on > mc wry wg that -at their meet! 
Lords day were to make ready their cotlet ions be⸗ 


rene «495 eee * 


033) 


by Bi 


« ly, but let every one at your publiek . 


6 — publick Treaſury — as you ſhall be abte 
« and will: d@;dgrecable berevncs;1 poi ing of the 
* 9 y for —— what f6 at there 


collettions when I come: whereby the A 


- 1 +4054 for had every one laid by in rome 
ely, at his own houſe, there would 

«gat erings when he had come; the thing that he takes 

* care to prevent, by his giving order that chere ſhould be 

«nocolle&tions when he came, ] fo für cu, And 

that ſo rationally, and cleerly, that there is tio nerd of 

peaking any thing more to this partieular, Bus and 

others conclude from this tent. tha che Apoftle gave ot. 

dr there ſhould be Cem vera] 2 common trea- 

fury, that Collections ſhould be made, and Alms given 


on the Lords day. Le. 42. di miner, 8. 
< But this command for ColleRiotts concerned theſe 31. F. except; 


4 * Churches anely, and charfor « time; who' will fy char 
* when the-famine- was over, they were ftill bonhd co 
1 to their Brechten at Jeruſalem ? 
If I grant you this, yownll gain no advantage e 1, Sol. 
did not argue fimply om the command mort oye 
Churches iG and Corinth for C ns ;nor om 
enable bl Collections, but fron the 


— 5 ——— of, ind lit litine ther 75 


een bur e IL 
[ 2 Or.; 


of 


(36) 


Ur Co. 8B. 13,14] chat which you ſhould: have proved 


Text) is, that the Apoſtles appoints 
ing Collections on this day was temporary, and particu- 
lar which you never attempt. Two reaſons I finde given 
for the fitneſle of this day rather then any other for Col- 
le&ions. The firſt is Brightmans,quod guidew officium,cv+ 
they nſed to meet on this day, for the performing Sacred, 
and Sabbath exerciſes, and ſo their Collections might be in 


if would ive done thing againſt the evideqe 
this | lealon of the nN 
C 


greater readineſs againſt aui coming. The ſecond is hin- 


ted by Peter Martyr, the hearts of — then are 
more weaned from the world, and warmed by the ſenſe of 
Gods love ( . the uſe of his Ordinances) in the be- 
ſtowal of Spiritua things upon them, and therefore un- 
doubtedly will be more free, then to impart their Tempo- 
ral good things for the relief, and ſupportation of poor 
diſtreſſed Saints; but what reaſon (particular and tempo- 
rary) for this determination can be given I cannot ima- 


re the-lawfulneſſe of Contributinꝶ to, and Col- 
* lecting for the neceſſities of our diſtreſſed Brethren on 
© other daies, as well as on this] which is urged by you; 
this will appear to be very little for your turn, when it 
ſhall be conſidered. 1. That the fourth Commandment 


(requiring one in ſeven to be obſerved to the Lord) and 
e 


e texts (which deſign the firſt day of the week te be 


that ſeventh in particular) ariſe not to an excluſive deter- 


mination, though they are a conluſive one ; notwithſtau- 
ding the Law for a weekly Sabbath, Chriſtians are to 
9 ſome time in the worſhip of God evety'day ;- yea, 
t 

thanſgiving : when God by his providence calls upon 


them for the ſame, yet hereby he Sabbath is not made 


needleſſe. The Jews beſides their weekly Sabbarkis had 


their morning and evening Sactifices daily. Liberty then 
ee non Fae ET 
er r { Y 


x ob eg Si no an Argy againſt: the pre . 
minence of the Lords day, our Sabbath; then che mo 


* 
— 


* 
" — ” — 


ey are to ſet apart whole dayes:for humiliation, or . 
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(37) 
berty and neceſſity among the Jewes formerly was againſt 
their Sabbath. 2. We may hear the Word, Pray, Me- 
ditate, contribute to the relief of neceſſitous Brethren on 
other tis true, why then doth the Apoſtle limit 
their Collections to this day, and leave them more at li- 
2 for the performance of this, and other Sabbath ex- 
erciſes on other daies? Certainly *ewas to ſignifie that this 


day is ſpecially and emigently honoured] by the Lord, to 


8 


be the ſolemn time of ſuch exerciſes; (as was obſerved out 
of Lukes mentioning the celebration of the Lords Sup- 

r on this day, in anſwEt to the like objection againſt 
Aar what you hoped in both places would have 

your cure, proves your wound. | 

You miſtake the Text quoted out of the Epiſtle tothe Heb.4.3 . 
Hebrews, and the purpoſe for which it was quoted; it 
was not the g. verſe but the 3, and 4. verſes of the fourth 
to the Hebrews, and they not alledged to prove the di- 
vine inſticution of the Sabbath from the beginning, whieh 
they fully do. See the defence of the firſt Paſſage. , 

olloweth now the Vindication of [ Rev.1.10. JI 4 10 

in the Spirit * wpon the Lords day ——From this Text I gon g's 
thus concluded. An Apoſtle infallibly guided, and mo- creptus ſpirits 
ved by the Holy Ghoſt, calleth it the Lords day, therefore but regard not 
tis by Divine appointment, and of Divine Authari- = B 22 
ty. | | eng © a 

The evidence, and light of this Text is ſo. great: and gta Alas 
cleer, that you are forced to acknowledge, ¶ that the day ze. 2:24 ad 0+ 
mentioned here is the tirſt day of the week, the day of cum. 
Chriſts Rerſurection; chat the obſervation! af it id eb 
der then the book of the Revelation, and that it hath been 
wndemzably obſerved by Gods: Church in all _ | 
ages * J after ſuch conceſſions as theſe, it cannot but be e — 
matter of wonder (indeed tis 3 af. 5 paſſage 
ter granting tlie premiſes) that you d fatisfie your you mean + 
ſelf, or ſuppoſe any judicious Reader will think it ſufpci- 
ent, that you magiſterially affirm; 5:5 1348 tha + 
be obfervation of 2 is neither commanded, dur. Fiſber,- 


. l ſo he leavevit in” _ 
different. * T3 it, . he leaves Is = 


Sol. 


My. F. Ob, 


Sol. 


? 


Mr. F cer. 


» * 1 


(38) 


Is the tale ef the Lows 40 gut (by the Lord himſelf) 


firſt dey of the week, no commentlation of i 
upon the firſt day o . it? 


doth not this ſpeak it thu 2 to be whol- 
ly imployed in his immediate worſhip and ſervice > nay, 
is it not hereby entitled to be a Divine inſticution? if 
Scripture may wartantably — Feriptere, 
about the reaſon of a phraſe or title, this muſt not be de- 
nyed. This gel is vouchſafed by the Spirit of God to 
no other thing in the new_Teſtament, but onely to the 
Supper and the firſt day of che week; and what ſolid rea- 
ſon can be given for the mating theſe two ( and theſe 
onely) in this appellation, but becauſe they both have the 
ſame Inſtitutor, and Authour, I cannot gueſſe; and if ſo, 
how is it left indifferent? eſpecially when it ſhall be 
conſidered, that the Scripture no where calls any thing 
the Lords, but ſuch things (as the Lords Temple, the 
Lords offerings, the Lords Prieſts, &c.) as are of the 
Lords inſtitution. | „ 

It is not called the Lords day, becauſe inſtituted b 
* him, but becauſe dedicated to him, (by the Churc 
you mean) as Saint Peters Church is ſo called, not be- 
* _ builded by him, but becauſe dedicated to 
(e im. , | 5 5 
Not to take notice of the offenſiveneſſe of your in- 
ſtance of mens impoſing names in reſpect to the end: as 
well as the Authour. I anſwer, though men give names 
ſometimes in reſpect to the end, not the Author, yet the 


F — — language I urged, and argued from) 


tall any things the Lords, but ſuch as are boch of 
his inſtitution and ipecially dedicated to his humour. 80 
the ſecond Sacrament of the new Teſtament is called the 
Lords Supper, hecauſe inſtituted by bim, and for Him, &c; 
this cile of the Lords day ſpeaks it dedicated to the Lord 


ee 


«This day is not called ths Look Sap by em bf 190 
| — there were no — Ricks. 
rechten iy the Lordeday ; che day of Chrifts, Nati. 
—_ GY n 324 -vity 
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annere as 


(499) 
yes ar Lord: bindelf.ex- 
$6. Jandl fort this you 


v vity is —— 
ae tete callcth ir hoden 
«refer to the late 1b Anoocatians, (ubuch you cal 


« the Annotations of the Aſſembly | 1 
Here l have occaſion to mention re 
obſeryed, | Inopte faciunt, qi e ſer vi dies di, 
ex nraditions; non ex farrd ſrrimrd in Ecole fra: nd afſe- 
rant, vt hominum traditionss bis ndmriniculic f ame] the 
root of this opinion, the Church, (not the Lord) inſtitu- 
ted the L ay, and of preſling the obſervation there- 
. in, that this being grand, the 

e Ot ; es, ig, is bei the 
Church may not be denyed liberty, of — 2 — 
holy dayes, or holy things in the worſhip and ſervice of 
God: the pag — bounds and landmarks: (ſaith 
one) which God hath ſer is ſrom a deſigu £0 put the takes 
in the Churches hands, to ſet them where ſhæ pleaſerh. To 
what you ſay againſt the firſt day of the week. its Rum” 


« 
4 5 


ety in this title of the Lords day, viz. Tbe Nat 

4 day is called . Lord himſelf his day, Job. g. 56. 

© therefore the day of the week is not called the 

Lords day 1 — of appropriation IS 
I anſwer, — but your bare word for it, that 

the day Chriſt calls his day in chis Text, is preciſely, che 

day of his birth, and it will not be takes; for firſt it 

croſſeth the ſtream of Interpreters. Secondly, it is repug- 

nant to reaſon. - ä 


Firſt, ie croſſeth the ſtream of Interpreters. The late 


Engliſh Annotations ſay by h day is meant bis 

—— fleſh, and refer 10 Heb. e 

and is there no difference between the preciſe day of 
Chriſts birth, and the time of his coming into the fleſh? 

J., whom (I ſuppoſe) they follow, confidently affirms 

that the day of Chriſt is Synechdochicaty put for the 

time of Chriſts dwelling amongſt us, and faith, tis ſo cleer 

that it needs no proof. So do Calvin, Maſculus, (Me- 

lanfton, «Avtetins, Adna, eAlefin, 
alledge. no more). and quotech Irena, Origen, Hilary, 


I — a paralel tent. 
t 


2 


Sel, 


0b; 


Sol. 


See Retienelfs 
whole tit, dies, &. 


(to 


(49) 
Cyril of «Alexandria to the ſame purpoſe. 


_ to I r. d by _ — day in a ſpe- 
cial manner; ob poken obſcurely and improperly, 
when he ſaid — the Spirit on he Lords day, 1 
y there had been a day for: his Nativity, he ſhould bave 
8 faid, he was in the Spirit, upon one of the Lords daies; 
the ſcope of the Apoſtle ſaith Bezs in ſetting down the 

'  timeandplace, when, and where, this Revelation was 


cannot but ſeem moſt unreaſonable to ſet down the day, 
and time for ſuch an end, and yet that day not particular- 

ly known. | I 
Mr, F. * The Church called the firſt day of the week the 
| Lords day (and for this you quote ) becauſe by 
= © his Reſurrection, he mightily declared himſelf to be the 
es © Lord 1 Jyet we muſt note (Ido ſo becauſe 
= oP youd ire it, elſe I ſhould not have judg'd it worth 
© taking notice of) Chriſt declared himſelf the Lord on 
© other daies, and at other times beſides his Reſurrection, 

viz. his Paſſion, Aſcenſion, &c. 

Sol. You would have the Charch its calling it the Lords day 
interpreted to the prejudice of the ay yen of that 


hereupon I muſt tell you, were Junius works ſo well 

known to you, as is pretended (I chooſe to ſay-you have 

miſreported his judgement rather ignorantly, then wit- 

tingly) you would not have mentioned his name upon 

Sacra ifa this occaſion : He doth frequently profeſſe his grownded 
Aus Apo- perſwaſion of the Divine iaſluntiem of the day, and the 
25 — <_p Divine ps of this titie the Lords day. And for the 
. thing itſelf, the Church calleth it the Lords day (as ſhe 


Secondly, if the day of Chriſts Nativity, or any other 
day (beſides the firſt day of the week) 2 — dedi- 
cat 


'* $=S< 
Bu Ce a. , 


given, is to conciliate credit to the truth of it; and it 


name by Divine Authority, and for this quote [unix : 


——_— called the Supper) becauſe the Lord called it ſo firſt * 

nos poſt illos. ( unleſſe you dare ſay that, not the Lord, but John gives 

noninemus de: it this title of honour.) | 

At. in Cen . The firſt day of the week ſucceeds the Jewiſn Sabbath 

3.obſery, (aboliſhed)principally becauſe tis the pleaſure ” he 
, or 


an 4 


Lord or the Sabbath it Nibuld be ſo 2 bectuſt it is 
the day of his Reſurrection, thbußh (in that re- 


fpe&) there is greater reaſon for its ſucceſſion then either 
cen ſion. 
orious 


work of Redemption. God reſted from his work on the 
Jewiſn Sabbath the laſt day of the week [Gen. 2.1, 2.1 


.Chriſt from his labour and ſufferings on this day, ['Matth. 


28.1. ] chat was ſanRified integer of Gods reſting from 
Creativ; this ih reſpect of Chriſts reſting on it, from the 
Redemption and Reflamration of the world, (a: work far 
more glorious then that of Creation.) Now this dignity 
(put upon this day, by the finiſhing of the »ew Creation on 
it) cannot be pretended to by either of the other dayes. 

Firſt, for the day of the ys the revival, and 
obſervation of which you would well be contented rhe 
the Divine Authority of che — were ſacrificed 
our Lord did not then enter inter into his reſt, but m 
entrance upon his labour and ſorrow, then beginning the 
work of humiliation L Gal. 45] | | 

Secondly, for the day of his Paſſion, he was then under 
the dreadful weight and burden of the curſe and wrath of 
God due to our us for our ſins; hence neither of theſe 
daies could (in congruity) be conſecrated to be our Chri- 
ſtian Sabbath, or reſt, becauſe they were both dayes of 
Chriſts labour and ſorrow. 

And thirdly, for the 4/ce»fion day, though Chriſt then 
entred into his place of reft (the third heavens) yet hedid 
not then firſt enter into his tare of reft, * but on the day of 
his Reſarreftion ; and the place is accidental in reſpect of 


the fate of reſt, or reſt it ſelf. In regard then of the 


work of Redemption being finiſhed, by the Reſurrection 
of our Eord on the firſt de of the week, the firſt day of 
the week was moſt tit tg, make our Sabbat. 
To what you ſay [that the Reſurrection is but of a part 
the work of Redemption, and no more beneficial then his 
G incarnation 


= Cl if 
. bur 

| inſtitution 
of the * you name, viz, of his Incarnation, Paſſion, A/- makech a day 


is is not onely à day of acl aration of holy. 
Chriſts mighty God-head'; dar lurber er, is ſingulatiy dig - Verumnonef 
nified by his reſting fom, and compleatihg of f 


dies ifles fuiſſs.. 
conſecratos per 
actianes aut 
paſſiones qu 
talibus diebus 
acc iderunt, 
c. River ig 
decal * 


* Mr. Shep. 
third part 
Theſ. 12, 


Dr. chanel t 
learned and 
ſea ſonable 
book called 
divine Triaz 
unity, p.41. 


n Paſlion, des, ant fs that. os the EN | 
h „ 4 6.34] e briſk See 4 _niſey. 
750d ed 3 DLrather 0 | 
Ama therefore Nec thing in che Reſur- 
rection 3 it. contributeth 80 qur Redempeion, Be 
25955 would. 15 5 a Father put upon it in compariſon 
b ee nd conveniency of this 
being.opy nding it muſt not 1 
ba thi — it — poe not e bers crowned by Divine In- 
itution. 
Mr. Fiſher. Thu is One p 06 peſuge mor more, 12 which you meant to evi- 
dence that the riſts, Matiuig, Paſſ ay, and 
e do. ,do e —— cho tire of the Lords day, 
the week, tis this, 
Had Cui Neth dre ed, and roſe again, and nt been 
. by the Holy Ghaſt, and made 5 pay: 
or tiling again heen to us? ri 
by mo ps pot . nat been made mãn, his death 
eſurrection would have done ns no good, Ergo, if 
1 ted and roſe —. and not brey page ? 5225 72 
ſuch a ſuppoſſtion as this be L ichqut oh e 
blaſpemous indignity to the {i perſon, 8 ble 4 
Bom. 9 5 for. «+ * 2 bur' gran it ma * deljverec = that 
guilt. o can von! — eur ſolf, or cauſe upon it ꝰ tis 
4 fearfyl thing to be under the power of prejudice and 
Paſſion; oh how apt are men in ſuch caſes to for 2 
themſelves and common reaſon. Tis juſt with God 
ſuch as lift up the heel againſt his truch and ſer — 
ſelyes againſt. his inſtitutions, ſhould. be given up CL 
Rom. 3.38, 4 lager 55 to minds void of judgement; - were it need- 
ful I could give inſtances enough of men that have mani- 
* Though Mc. feſted great acuteneſſe and ſtrength gf reaſon * in the de- 
— was _ fence of truth, who have diſcovered. grieyous weakneſſe 
Gia thrrer 1 in che od gage pf Eer —— 5 1 ordinary to fre ſuch 
could ſee or 6d, as are turned againſt che giver, we n do no- 
hear of. nk ainſt the trerh; the 971 8 meant jt of the bent of 
Cor. 13. 9. is ours, tis true of theſe every mant endea- 
vun. ths Apaſtl would not attempt any thing again 
4 


| ) 
truth, none can — — againſt it. 
—— Texts brought for the 
Divine Authority of the day, yo add ions to the 
tteſtimonies of ſome of the by. Divines 
for this purpoſe. Firſt, that of «4 „Lr 5 
wv pe T5 , viipareis xuptas ; the Lord tranſlated the 
Sabbath into the Lords day ] next that of Auguffine {dies 
deminicns 4 domino ſacrarus. | © Theſe Ani no wore (ſay 

you) then that the Lords Reſurreftion was the occaſion of the 
Churches inſtituting this day; this fimple ſhift I ſuppoſe 
you borrowed from. Dr. Heylia ag. 2. & 9. who was 
thereupon minded by a learned Gentleman f of that of i Mr. Pe- 
eAnſtin, facile oft cuiqguam, Cc. tit na forruny man to re- OW Goes 
ply Who cannot bold bis tongue: the ſame Gentleman alſo 7, *Þ 
makes it evident out of other places of A4rhanefixs, that p. 79, 80. 
bis —— was the Lord was, the —— the day, 

& pag. 8 1. quotes Azgaftine aſſirmi t L Apoſtols ſunxe- De temp. Serm. 
. yr arr wane 
by *tis evident, that in his judgement it is of Divine Inſti- 

tution. If ſuch gloſſes as theſe of Dr. Heylins and yours 
may paſſe, twill be impoſſible for any man to be certain 
of ———_ — ny „ — 4 

Next, I finde you ffretching and tentering ſome pa 8 
out of Authors & do miſchief to the Tack deywith = 1 — 
and (it may be) to fill your margin, and ſo to gain the re- ſvetudinem,yce 
putation of great reading, not conſidering the hazard firms it to 
you run of forfeiting your judgewent and irgeusiin to the Þ*,of ai 
wary, and judicious Reader. . — 
Firſt, you quote Vrſin L the Church choſe the firſt day 24.29 

of the week, &c. ] by the Church f there Urs under- And Paraus 
ſtands the Apoſtolical Church, as is cleer by his affirming * Unpn, c. 
elſewhere, that the Lords was inſtituted in the time — f 
of the Apoſtles. Dies dominicus tempore Apoſtolorum infli- faith {poſtal 
tutut. * | ipfs mutarumt 

Wilet alſo (you would have your Reader believe) is of Su ſep: 
this perſwaſion. He that hath a mind to know Wiler: — 
judgement in this point let him read his Heuap¹ on Ge- Thextog. pe 

fit cap. a. CET chat Ar. Fiſher gon 33%, 

2 + | a : 


Wide Fox 12 
Rev. 1. 10. 


Incidit in 
Scyllam cupi- 
ens witare 


charibdim , 


* Vide Rivet 
crit. ſat. de u- 

trum Amutori- 

4, Cap. KI, 


49. | 
abuſed Mila and wronged himſelf by citing him ups 
thisaccount. ci. Fax's ment likewiſe is ſhame 
mifrepocted, his words are | the tight yein'of Pu Epi- 
ſtles putteth no. difference nor obſervation of dayes and 
n followeth, viz. the Primitive 
Churches took up the obſervation of ſuch daies, as to 
each Church ſeemed 2 an addition of your 
own; and for Ar. Foxet words, conſider under what 
head we find them, vic. there is great difference between 
the Church of Rome that now is, and the ancient Church 
of Rome that then — — many evidences of the 
great difference betwixt chem, he gives among the reſt, 
this the prefent Church of Rome hath coined a multi- 
tude of holy dayes, dedicated them to Saints and placed 
holineſſe in, and impoſed a neceſſity of obſerving them, 
upon the conſcience; which is unwarrantable as appeareth 
by theſe two Texts Ito this purpoſe Ctr. Fox; ſo that tis 
oppoſition to the rabblement of Romiffi holi-daies, 
nat to the Divine Authority of the Lords day that is 
meant by Fox in theſe words; and this will appear further, 
by comparing the ſcope of theſe words of his, with his 
CHMeditations on [. Rev. 1. 10. ] where he freely declares 


for ĩt, and profeſſeth that the obſervation of the Lords 


day doth depend upon the Authority of. Apoftokical tradi- 
tion. I doubt not but what alles, ſaith of Calwin is 
true of him and others, of the firſt reformers, in the heat 
of their oppoſition againſt the · Popiſþ myſtical obſerva- 
tion of the Lords day, and the neceſſity ot obſerving their 
holy dayes ; ſome eꝝpreſſions fell from them which (con- 


trary to their intention) reflect too: much upon the Au- 


thority of the Lords day. It hath been frequently ob- 
jerved, that the Fathers and Writers of latter ſtanding 
too, while they have with great heat and earneſtneſſe en- 
deavoured the declining one error, they have fallen (or 


at leaſt ſeemed to lla ve fallen) into the contrary. Au- 


ftin, while oppoſing Arrius, ſeemed to favour Sabel, 
and when contending which Sabelius, appeared to favour 
Ain, Hence this caution given by Divines to ſuch as 


read che Fathers. [ diſtinguen'> 


; : (45) 
[diftignende ſunt ca que degmatice, vel aſſertive in wallets 


poferive. docent-; ab lis que comentioſs & in certamins 


contra adver ſarium diſputando, etiam in materia des prounnti- 


Napiers words are, [the day of reſt, and Godly exer- 

ciſes till Chriſts death was Saturday, which of old-was 
the Jewiſh Sabbath day; but in memory of Chriſts Reſur- 
rection, and victory over death the Apoſtolick Churches 
tranſported the exerciſes of that day to the Sunday, 
Kc. ou ſaw it convenient to leave out Apoſtolick and 
to fa — the Church tranſported, GC. ; 
This unfaithfulneſſe, and diſingenuity of yours in — 
ting Authors, minds me of the man of Aubent, who ſtan- 
ding upon the Key there witha note book in his hand, ſec 
down every ſhip that entred the Road as his own, . when 
he was not owner of any one of them. 


To your confident boaſt, of the concurrent teſfimony of. 05. 


all proteſt ant ¶ hurc hes to pour opinion which you-ſay appears 
by the Harmony of confrſſiant; J anſwer, 

1. There are not the confeſſions of all the Harmony of 
of confeſſions, it doth not therfore follow that all the 


Churches are againſt the Lords day, becauſe theſe con- 


feſſions do not clearly own-it. . 

2. The, Helvetian Church * doth acknowledge the 
Lords day was inſtituted in the Apoſtles dayes, and what 
does that imply? 


3. The Divine Authority of our. Chriſtian- Sabbath is 


owned by ours, as appears in the Homily of the time aud 
place of Prayer, and you ſhould: have done well to have 
ſhewed the reaſons of ſuch Churches (as differ from our 
own in this point) againſt the day, which induced you to 

o along with them, rather then to cleave to our own; 


it is enough chat you are not alone in diſſenting from our 


Church in this particular are we to be ſwayed by bare 


poſitions? do you imagine the Reformed Churches were 


gone to a Nil atra when thieſe confeſſions were made: 
nay, ny it not become modeſty and humility to ſay, that 
thoſe Churches might. not he * in all things at 
3 


- i 


Sol. 


Harmony 
of conft ſſions 
Se ct. 16. 


« The 4ug»ſt. that (a) time? the rf Reformers by the aſſiſtance of the 


Confe ſſion 
made in the 
year 1538, 
Baſil. 40 1532 


Bohem, 1573. 


b Nox ſolext 
Prima ; 
diſciplines 
tentamenta 
ſemper eſſe 
omni ex parte 
felicia, onmiſ[- 
que culpæ ex- 
pertia, Rivet. 
ubi prius. 


wo 


(46) 


great Prophet of the Church were enabled to ſee many 
things 3 and. to ſcatter moſt of that Popiſh darkneſſe, 
which at that time covered the face of Europe; for 
which we and the Generations to tome have cauſe to bleſſe 
God, and call them bleffed; yet did chey not fee all 
things alike cleerly; and the doctrine of the Sabbath m 
well be accounted in the number of thoſe thin e which 
were leſſe evidewt to them. They did obſerve it, they had 
quiet and undiſturbed poſſeſſion of it; and fo had not 
like occaſiont6 look into this point, as they had to ſtudy 
the doctrine of the Sacraments, juſtification, the neteſſity, 
axtberity, and perfection of the holy — —— 
in grace and other things that were cerrupetu, and deny- 
ed; no points are ſo cleerly ſpoken to as thoſe that are 
queſtioned, and controverted; how unacquainted were 
many great Divines amongſt us, not many years ago with 
diſcnplina / controverſies, by reaſon the times would not 
bear the ventilation of them, or medling with them? 
the latter Divines in the Reformed Churches 
(who had, and have, greater advantage (6) for cleerneſſe 
and ſoundneſſe in this point then their predeceſſors by 
whom thoſe confeſſions were compoſed) there are ſo ma- 
ny for the Divine Authority of the Lords day, that Ar. 
Fifher hath no reaſon to of the concurrency of 
their judgements with his opinion, that the Lordi day 4 
an — — conſtirmrion ; if the Reader deſire to ſee the 
truth of this, and the vanity of Air. Fiſhers boaſting of 
the concurrent Teſtimony of all Proteſtant Churches, let 
him read Flex: on the 4. Commandment, Dr. Z wiſſe on 
the Sabbath, Dr. Tage dies dominica. Syria on the Sab- 
bath. Ar. Leftrange his Gods Sabbath under the Goſpel; 
where he ſhall find at the teſtimonies of Zaxchy, 


Twnins, Aretins, Gerard, Sixtus Senexfir, Piſcator, Fapus, 


ms, Alftedsrs, Tilenus, Bec. Melaichton, and others, 

— the Divine Authority of the Lords day. 
Taking it for. without leave or reaſon, that ove 
in ſeven 6 that the firſt day of the Week was in- 


fined 


ſe 
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4 (42) 
ltuted, um by D wine, but Fer ef aſt ical ie 50 
F 


ſpend a page or two to cleer the grounds : 
appointing the fielt day of the week, whereig every eye 
— needs obſerve =. contradifting your ſelf. L bye 
was no 1#junttian-ar neceſſity * on the Clugch, Ys 
refuſing the laſt dayof the week, and waking cheies of the firſt | 
no neceſlity? was not the Sabbath (reſpecta 3 
oni4 quam hab nit 6d diem ſaptimum) ceremonial, and the 
ſervation of it prohibited? you preſſe this [ pag 11} 
how will it be maintained then, that twas free for the 
Church to obſerve it > Again, F one is ſeven, « ſtventh 
day be ceremenial, bow will the Churches chogſing the firſt 
day of the yeek he juſtified > Why was that rejefiedce- 
remonial, and offenſive nnwher (as you hold ) pitch't upon? 
you think tis ſatis factory to ſay, ther Me « frame, of 
Chriſtians in their dutiet-apd-thanksgiving! to Ge, Hon 
come ſtars of thoſe that Were under the Lam, when their bene 
fits ars much greater ;/ tere unſutable, that Chriſtians ſhould 
obſerve bat one in (8,Yohenths Irms okſerved vus in ſeves; I is 
wonder (Sir) you did not conſider that one in fx, pe, or 
fer might have been appointed, and fo the inconyenience 
of falling ſhort of the Jews, prevented, andthe evil (as 
you elſewhere judge ir) likewits, of keeping the ceremony 
of « ſeventh day alike. 
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Wherein giving the title of the Sabbath a our Clriftign Sul. 


bath to the Lords day i juſtified. 


the ninth 
Quzre,necr 
the end. 


He next thing you are angry at is this Paſſage is, cg/-- 


| ling the Lordi day the S4bv th, dud aur Chriffign Y air 
bath ;. and thus you expreſſe is: . 


to call the Lords day 


the Sabbath, is ſenſelaſſe, Jewiſh, unchriſtian, unwarrant- 


table] when ſerious men ſhall ſer what ſlender grounds 


, you have for cenſuring thus, ſa many learned and pions 


Divines at home and abroad, that have been uſed to, and 


4 


* 


Sol. 


(48) 

Mil call it the Sabbath, and our Chriſtian Sebbath.; will 
theynot impute it to very gteat raſhneſ,(to ſay no worſe) 
and conclude you a very unmeet Judge of what is Judaiſm, 
and what not, what is warrantable, and what is unwar- 
rantable, what is ſence, and what is non-ſence > Jewiſh 
ſenſeleſſe, unchriſtian, and unwarrantable ! why 
ſo? | WS YI” 1435: 6 
The Sabbath is a common name ſignifying the reſt 
(i that a common name which fignifieth the reſt? you ſay 
< the ſeventh, muſt upon no terms ſiguiſie a ſeventh.) yet in 
the Chriſtian Church, by cuſtomẽ vf ſpeech; (according 
to Gods holy phraſe throughout the old and new Te- 
*ſtament) this name the Sabbath is reſtrained; to the Je- 
© wiſh w feſtival : therefore it is falſe and abſurd to 
« ſpeak of the Mbbath, and mean the Lords day; as the 
Temple is a common name ſignifying the Church, yet 
in London, where by cuſtome of ſpeech, this name the 
Temple is reſtrained to an Inne of Court, it is falſe and 
and abſurd to ſay you were at the Temple and mean the 
4 Church of St. Giles. 
I be ſum of all amounts to this [the Title of the Sab- 
bath was appropriated to the Jewiſh day, the ſeventh 
from the Creation, Ergo, to which Lanſwer: c 

1. To the ſequele, if this be a good argument then it 
will follow, that to call the Inne of Court within Temple 
bar the'Temple, is Jewiſh, unchriſtian, &c. thus,this title, 
the Temple was appropriated to the houſe of God at Je- 
ruſalem, therefore 'tis D and unwarrant- 
able to call the Inne of Court within Temple bar the 
Temple. 
2. The antecedent is faulty, for neither the language 


of Scripture, nor the cuſtome of the Chriſtian Church 
have ſo appropriated this title to the Jewiſh day, but it 


thay well be communicated to the Lords day. 

1. For Scripture phraſe, by the Sabbath in the Preface 
to the fourth Commandment (if I may ſo call it) you ſay 
we are not to underſtand the Jewiſh Sabbath but a day of 


reſt in general; and did you ſpeak falſely and abſurdly 


when 


| (49) 
when you ſaid fo? here we have your own e * 
that by he Sabbath we are not alwaies to — 
the Jewiſh Sabbath. 

2. When we urge [LIſa. 58. 13. I for the ſtrict reſt of 
the Sabbath, the adverſaries of the Sabbath uſe to pur 
us off with this (viz) that by the Sabbath there, we are 
to underſtand the faſt ; yet when we call the Lords day 
the Sabbath, then no other day, but the ſeventh from the 
Creation is called the Sabbath, this title cannot be alie- 


nated. | 
3. The Lord himſelf in the fourth Commandment 


calls that ſeventh day, which he ſnould appoint for the 


day of our holy reſt,the Sabbath; now that the Lords day 
the — day of the week is chat day, hath been already 
roved. N 

Fs But the Lords day cannot therefore be called the 
* Sabbath becauſe it ſucceeds the Jewiſh Sabbath, no 
© more then Baptiſm may be called Circumciſion, or the 
Lords Supper, the Paſſeover, becauſe of their ſucceſſion. 

You ſhould have ſaid Bapty/m and the Lords Supper may 
as well be called the Sacraments as the Lords day the 


Sabbath, becauſe of its ſucceeding the laſt ſeventh; and fo - 


they may; and there is as much reaſon againſt calling the 
Lords Supper a Sacrement as againſt calling the Lords day 
a Sabbath ; your compariſon was not made equally Bap- 
tiſme may as well be called. Circumciſion as the Lords 
day the ſeventh from the Creation. Circumciſion was 
the proper name of the initiating Sacrament among the 
Jews, whereas Sabbath is the genws (your ſelf acknow- 
ledge it) to Legal and Evangelical holy-daies, and there- 
fore the /pecies may well be called by its name. 

4. That day which our Lord calls the Sabbath, we may 
call fo; but Chriſt calls the Lords day the Sabbath. 
Matth.24.20. that the Jewiſh day cannot be there meant 
hath been proved above. 

2. For the cuſtome of the Chriſtian Church, which 
(as you affirm) hath reſtrained chat title to the Jewiſh 
day, I anſwer, If I had w_ ſo, you could not ow — 

— 1 


ar,: 


Sol. 


24 


Cap. 14713. 


Eoyd, Merton, 


Pridgman, 


4, Donne, 


. Whit 


Featly, Hooker, 
Wo 


Wa, 58. 13, 


(50). 
blamed for charging me-with abfurdi 
to eathly, and abfurdly choſe Di 


and falſhood as 
you theſe Divines, whe! call 
the Lords day the Sabbath. Mr. Ley in his  learnetl 
book cailed Sunday a Sabbath, pag. 91. &c. quotes di- 
vers of eminent place, both Ancient, and Modern, who 
uſed to give this title to the Lords day. Iguariur, Athe- 


naſius, Origen, Hilary, Angaſtine, Projjer, Anitas; alfa 


ſeveral Ancient decrees! and Laws of King EA, Cuans- 
1, &c. mentioned by Fox ; theſe in Cap. 14.] of his 
book, and in [ Cap. 15.7] beſides the book of Homiltes, 
K. 7ames's Baſilicon Doron, che Conference at Hampton 
Court; . moſt of the Briefs for Collections of lattet years 
(which call che Lords day by this game ; ) he rings in 
Latimer, Whitgift, Babingtem, Anwi, Allty, King, Han- 


ſon, Lake, Hall, (and many more of great eſteem along 


us) to juſtifie the giving this title to the Lords day; this 
book of Air. Leys Hs. Fiſher ſeveral times refers to, 
and fo it mult be ſuppoſed twas known to him, and read 
8 — my = he — — oma to accuſe this title 

when applyed co the Lords day) of novelty, ity, 
and I know not what. Were the reaſon and ſenſe of the 
Lords day underſtood, and owned, and the day inthat 
ſenſe obſerved, there would be no quarrellingat calling it 
the Sabbathʒwhat is the Lords day but our Chriſtian Sab+ 
bath, as the Jewiſh Sabbath was the Lords'boly day ? tis 
ill will to the day, and the obſervation of it, that breeds 
wrangling about che title. Where do we finde chat it of- 
fended any but ſuch as profeſt themſelvs troubled at the 
reſt of it, at its being obſerved as a Sabh²mb, and laying 
claim to Divine inſtitur u > Such as were wont to talk of 
Sunday no Sabbath, meant, it was an ordinary boly day, or ra- 
ther play- day, no day of holy reſt of Gods appointment. 
Sabbutum aur ei vituli they would allow it to be; did theſe 
men in earneſt blench at the pretended Judaiſm in the ti- 
2285 he Sabbeth ; — the reaſon _ were not af- 

at Altar, Sacrifice, &. cquid propter deum 
fir, equabter fit.] The Jewiſh Nr aboliſhed, 
and uſe hath carried the title of the Sxbbweb to the Lords 


1 
13 n —_— a a av © — — 2 ; 


day, 


(33) 

day, and cuſtome hath made that title familiar; when we 

would expreſſe the change of it, we call it the firſt day of 

the week, when the reaſon and authqur of it, the Lords 

day, and why we ſhould not eall it the Sabbath when we 

would intimate the reſt of ir, and the manages of obſer- 

ving it, Iam to learn. The word Sabbath, han tis ei- 

ther heard, or read,it ſignifies to the minde of the reader, 

or hearer the Lords day. L Tis ver apte ad repreſentan- 

dam eam rem cui impoſita eft : & bæc quidem prima, & ſum- 

ma virtus vocis ſimplicis eft, que proxim? ab ej us eſſentia fluit. 

Keck, Syſtem. Log. Lib. I. capi.) VPioba valent 
Again it is ( u, #/#, & canſenſu recepta] it paſſeth «ſu ſicut nummi 

currant amongſt us; though you had proved that the Lee vit 

word Sabbath would not paſſe for a lawful title of the — 

Fords day, in other Churches (which you can never do) ;j, 

this is no reaſon for calling it in amongſt us,* it is received * Fundamn- 

and,uſed here. Further, what though the word was laid n & ca 

by in the Primitive times as incommodious, becauſe thaſe #17 farin 

that uſed it probably might not be ſo well underſtood to — Semis. 

mean by it - = Lords day pur Chriſtian Sabbath, but the cn poteſtatis 

Jewiſh Sabbath ( buried bar a little before) I not the ef communis eo- 

uſe. of the word be revived, hen the fear of that incon- um qu gud 

venience was over? f The queſtion is not whether — 

the word ſhould be now taken up, which bath been dif- „in 

uſed to this time, but whether — ſo long uſe and recep- leck ubj ſupra, 

tion of it (though it do aptly ſignifie the Fords day, and f Malta renaſ- 

is underſtood to ſignifie that onely) now, it ſhould be centur qua nunc 

laid aſide, and that, becauſe the laff ſeventh (to which a ccidere cadent- 

type was affixed,) was called the Subbarb? nor is it the T9120, 

queſtion whether it muſt neceſſarily be called the Sab- 1,,,hula,fs ve- 

bath (excluding the title of the Lords day) but whether ter uſus, quem 

it may fitly, and lawfully be called the Sabbath ; if the per arbicrium 

1 A ne, of holy reſt,be granted, why ſhould the name — — — 

Horat. de arte 
poet. 


H 2 SECT» 


MC. SB CT» . , 

Tow promiſed in your letter a refutation of the three remaini 
Paſſages, but your book doth not perform it; the foarkh 
Paſſage. viz. (that the reaſons of the fourth Com- 
mandment concern us as much as the Jews, remains un- 
tonch't. | 


TD fifth. viz, [The Lords day hath been ly and 
conſtantly obſerved in the Churches of Chrift you thus 
refute ; The obſervation of the Lords day is elder then 
the book of the Revelation, and hath been undeniably 
S obſerved in Gods Church in all ſueceeding ages, 
The fixth and laſt, viz. ¶ That if the Sabbath had been 
tranſlated from the laſt, to any other then the firſt day 
there would not have been ſix working dayes together 
you acknowledge, in 4 remote ſenſe may be true; but Sir, 
you ſhoyld have conſidered of that, before you condem- 
ned it for falſe doctrine, however the acknowledgement 
of your raſnneſſe gives me fatisfation.. Iconclude with 
a h requeſt, that the God and Pather of our Lord 
Jeſus. Chriſt (who is exalted to give Repentance and Re- 
miffion of fin) would give you Repentance to the ac- 
knowledging of your error, and his truth. Amen. 


Wherein is examined this bold aſperſion of Mr: 


Fiſher. There is equal Aughority and equal Ami- 
quity for the obſervation of Chriſtmas day, and the. 
Lord; day. 
He queſtion is not whether the fraſt of the Naivity 
T —__ be rightfully obſerved? Lis leffe whether | 2 


hath been Anciently obſerved, but whether it hath „ 

equal Authority, and equal Antiquity, for its obſervation 

with the Lords day? this, Mr. Fsſber ſimply and aflin 

and I thus diſprove. That which is by humane p ment, equal Aube 

and of humane »ſtiruriov, hath not equal Authority for t. | 

irs obſervation with that which is by Divine appointment, 

and of Divine inſtitution, but the feaſt of the Nativity 

is by Humane appointment, &c. and the Lords day by 9 

Divine appointment, &c. Ergo. None (l preſume) will 

affirm that humane Inſtitutions are equal to Divine Inſti-- 

tutions; as he muſt that denyeth the. A aja. The Minor 

I prove by parts. That the 25. of December is by Humane 

appointment, . Fiſher will acknowledge: hear his 

own words. Falſt it , and flanderons, that we cry up there- 

ltbration of this day ar an infiitution of foſie Chriſt. An- 

{wer to the fixth-Quzre ; and in the anſwer to the third 

and fourth; the obferuation of this feaſt; is neither expre 

ly, nor by ſound conſequence from Seripture : is not thi 

enough > ſometimes ( indeed) I find. you f peaking other- _ M 

wile ; as thar the feaſt of the Nativity i grounded upes the 4 bo. 4 

Scriptures, and that, not to obſerve it ts to violate the fourth the em 

Commandment (a) wherein you contradict yqr ſelf, as well Q 
35 A 


2) Not of 


equal Aniiq*i- paralel in point 


a5 the truth; and wha can help ol ? That the'Lords 
day is by Divine appointment, and = devs 2 againſt 
its Divine Inſtitution frivolous, ' areth evidently 
evongh above in thethird Section, * ither T refer the ö 
There is enough. likewiſe in your book to deſtroy the 
of Antiquity,you confeſle,that by Lords day 


LRev z. 10, J meant the firſt day of the week, *rhat the 0bſer- 


_ kay vation thereof ij elder they the 75 the Revelation, and hath 
* This Mr, been — — Church of Go in af ſucceed- 
Fiſher — 2797 When you prove the five and twen- 
2 Decembar back — ſame Nandirig, you 
me; which do — at, but it muſt be by Records more enti- 
Was Printed, cal then either Conſtit. Apoſtol. or E piſt. decret. 

— Edition Mc. — to 2514 4 of this acknow! it; and queſtions whe. 
ther it were an / there. means; 1 
. Fd hobo die 2 weels chengb he gonſdlelb 10a; that meal 
45 7,1 b oh 6 u the la 57 a, fad Kan 2 muſe — 

er e,, Leſt ſuch as quoting bim, 
after I bad blamed. ſerving ö 


ä m. RN to kndw ther inal of the feaſt of 
the Nativity, and io fee-the —— of its revival 
(which Mr. Fier ſo paſſionately; contends for) let him 
reard Mr, <Mockers book intituled hriſt ma, the Chriſtians 
grand feeft Se. where he may have ſatisfaction. 


Zach. in 4. rei NA. Tf, & 2. 


＋ mn 7 has reguls, ſique i in abuſum venerunt; & ſu- 
perſtitionibus contaminata fuerunt, neceſſaria ſunt in cul- 
tu divino; ea penitũùs tolli a nobis ex Eccleſia nec debent, 
nec poſſunt. Haque abus ſibus tant m, & ſupen ſittosibus re- 
fant, veluti eff Baptiſmus, Cœu gu doninich, & 

ce preces. & aliaxonnula, 
Si vere ſint qdbaphora ; tolleta Nur ſiu, poſſunt * 460 2 


25 A in hoc ſecundo genere ſunt bes feſt, dewinieo 


. IF Won 


An Appendix. 
Non igit ur malt fecerunt, qui omni | * 
N ; 
Mags conſentancum eſt cum prima inſtit . f & * 4 
Scriptis Apeſtolicis, ut anus taut im dies in ſeptima ſanctißico- ; 
tur. ; 
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Bucer. in Math. 12. 


Feria abies, five Chrifti, five Deipare virgin. Quam multi- 
Sanctar um nomine 4 1 foemt 3 8 | 
ſuper ſtitiones habent, & c. viderim ſidi paſtores ue per eas ſole- ja dutam ie- 
nitates occafionens dent dewm graviſſime irritands, & v. cerit dei Ec- 
Facile credidero zelo dei a veteribus introduttas, quo feri- cleſia, quoties 
as ethnicorum ſen cladum clave traderem. Sed 7 it pri- in nrentem 
dem iſtor um feſtorum ⁊clus non ſecundum [ciemiam Fel — — 2 
D einde tantis cam ſuperſtitianibus, tum aliis vita corrupee- > | 
lis contaminata ili feſba fnernnt, nt mirer ſj quiſpiam Chrifti- no. Calvin. 
anus qui non _—_ nomina eorum exhorreſcat. in ep. 1 22. ad 
Calvino-Papifle Angli at in alits que ad ritns & cerenuo- 
nias pertinent, longs — fume —_ puritani n * 
Germania, Belgid: ita & in feſtis retinendis longe py 
Gretzerus de feft#s, lib.1.cap.2. 


